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u w 8 the Juſtice and Reaſonableneſs of the 
Pifhop's Advice to his Clergy i vindicated: 
sto the Church's not being Independent 
| on the State. 


| Byt more particularly nt atlargeisſhewn from 
Scriprure , Fathers, and other Authorities, 


i], That a Proper Sacrifice of the Bread and 
wine in the Euchariſt: 
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To which is added, 
A ſhort Account of the Senſe ofthe Church 
| of England, as to the Validity of La- Baptiſm. 


| of the Two Univerſities ; of King James I and of fe. 
rel Biſhops in ſeveral Ages, concerning this Iaſt 
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. That Sacerdotal Abſolution by a Judicial | 
Sentence, are no Doctrines of the Catholic | 
Chiorch, nor of the Church of England, | 


1 an APPENDIX of ſome Authentick Declaration, | 
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An Anſwer to the Exceptions Wl 
made againſt the Lord Biſhop | 
of Ox FoRD®s Charge, by | 


Mr. LL. and Dr. B. GC. | 11 i 
| 5 1 N . 14 - 4 0 : | 1 0 


OME Men who were born, baptized, and l 
educated in Part, among the Diſſenters; "0018 
upon coming over to the Communion of N 
the Church of England, have betray d ſuch ORE! | 
a Want of ſteddy Thoughts, and ſound Judgment, 10 it 
as to run eagerly into the Remoter Extreme. And Ward 
in ſeveral Particulars have advanced ſo near to the 1 


Church of Rome, as to become ſuſpected of a 7 
ſtrong Inclination to it. And the rather, in that ; 
their Zeal has been ſo warm in theſe Matters, that 14 
our Biſhops cannot preach, or give their Charge 14 
to their Clergy, according to the Principles and 1 
Sentiments of their Fore-fathers; but theſe Men 1 
W vill be nibbling at them with their Conſiderations | 
W and Exceptions. Zh | 1 
| The Lord Biſhop of Oxford having taken ſome | 
Notice of theſe Things in a modeſt, tender, and i 
rery reſpectful Charge to his Clergy , at his late Meal 
Viſitation of his Dioceſe: Preſently out comes — 4 
Mr. L. in Print, with a new Charge to his Lord- e 
ſip, under the Title of, The Biſhop of Oxford's Bill $f 
Charge conſidered. And for Fear the Clergy Or Laity |! | 


ſhould lay too long under the Influence of his Lord- itt 


Rip's Sentiments, before the Antidote could be | 
| pre- lit 
| 
| 
| 
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prepared ; early Advertiſements were publiſhed, 
giving the World Notice what they were ſuddenly 
to expect. And when this Humble Addreſs to his j 
Lordſhip comes out, it begins with a ſly but ſevere 1 
Invective againſt ſome of our Clergy, whom he 
calls reputedly Learned and Orthodox Diwvines, who bave 
explained away, as he thinks, the natural Senſe and 
Meaning of our Church's Doctrine, and who openly ex- 
cuſe and promote the Cauſe of ſchiſmatical and rebellious | 
Republicans, And notwithſtanding what this Gen- 
tleman has ſaid in the very ſame Page, of the Obli. 
gation that lies upon the People, to ſubmit to their Spiri- 
tual Governors the Biſhops , and the Authority of Chriſt 
veſted in them: Let it it evident to all who know | 
what he has printed before, that ſome even of tho | 
| Biſhops are not exempted from this ſcandalous Im- 
putation. And all this chiefly becauſe they have | 
oppoſed ſuch Principles and ſuch Perverſe Expla- | 
nations of our Church's Doctrines, whereby ſome | 
of Mr. L.'s deareſt Friends have eſpouſed the In- 

tereſts of anAttainted andAbjured Pretender to the | 
Throne; and not only refuſed the Oath of Alle- 3 
giance to the Queen, but even ſeparated from the 
Communion of our Church, and to this Day main- | 
tain and continue that Separation. no 
But I deſign to confine my ſelf to the particular | 
Exceptions made againſt the Lord Biſhop of O. 
ford's Charge. Which Mr. L. has reduced under | 
theſe Four Heads. | | 


I. The Independency of the Church upon the | 
See 
II. A proper Sacrifice in the Sacrament of the 
Lord's Supper. | h 
II. The Nature and Neceſſity of Sacerdotal Ab. 
ſolurion. -- 8 ; 
IV. The Invalidity of Baptiſin adminiſtred by 
| Perſons not Epiſcopally ordained. , Tcl 
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er en RREI c FFF 
I. The firſt Thing taken Notice of reſpects the 
ſndependency of the Church upon the State; which his 
Lordſhip had obſerved to have been aſſerted in 2 
manner ſavouring too much of Popery, and tending to 
overthrow the Foundation upon which the Reformation 
proceeded, Here Mr. L., p. 6, 7, & c. and after him 
Dr. B. in an Appendix, p. 94, 95. tell the Biſhop, That 
the Aſſerters of this ine intend and maintain 
it only in Matters purely Spiritual; and that this is not 
Pypery, but the Doctrine of Jeſus Chriſt, and of 
the Church of Evgland in its 47th Article, and the 
d firſt Canons of our Church. If they would edfaſtly 
hold to this, that they would aſſert no other Inde- 
pendency on the State, than what the 37th Article, 
and the Canons of our Church aſſert,” it would be eaſy 
to ſhew, that the Biſhop and his Animadverters and 
Cenſors are all of one Mind and Doctrine. But 
has nothing more than this been pretended ? And 
were the Biſhop's Cautions and Admonitions alto- 
gether groundleſs? What do theſe Gentlemen think 
of ſome Claims that have been made in Caſes that 
are not purely Spiritual? What do they think of de- 
nying the Civil Power the Authority of depriving 
ſome Biſhops and Presbyters of their Biſhopricks 
ind Benefices, for not taking the Oath of Allegi- 
Ince to the Government under which they live? 
What do they think of claiming 4 Divine Right of 
alling Synods and making Canons, even under 
Chriſtian Princes, independent on the State ? And 
bat is it that Mr. L. p. 8. ſeems to fclaim for the 
church, by Virtue of Chriſt's Example, in appoint= 
Ys his own ſpiritual Officers, and giving them Authori- 
sack under him, without asking leave of the Jewiſh 
r Roman State; and of putting in Execution his Com- 
un, without any Dependence but on him alone? When 
Y'* know what particular Acts of Power and Au- 
Iboricy they will elaim under theſe Expreſſions, 
| _ W 


on (4) 
we ſhall the better know what Hope we may have 
of an Accommodation:in'thefe: Koveds. | they 
mean no more than the Articles declare, hat Pin. 
ces by their Supreme Authority bawe udt a Ponuer AF wil 


niſtring God's Mord and Sacraments, in the' Miniſtratim 


of which Men act in the Name of Chriſt an by bis 
Commiſſion and Authority , and not by the Princes 


only: If they mean no more than this, all willbe | 
well, and we ſhall ſoon agree. But if, becauſe the | 
Original of our Power in theſe Sacred Miniſfrati- 


ons is from Chriſt, and not from the Civil Magi. 
ſtrate, they will therefore claim Authority not on- 


ly of Ordaining and Conſecrating, but even of Abhon- 
ing or nominating the Prieſts to be ordained, and 
the Biſhops to be conſecrated; and alſo under this 
Cover exempt the Biſhops and Prieſts from be- 
ing deprived by the State of their Spiritual Bene- 
fices; if they will claim by Virtue of Chrift's | 
Commiſſion a Divine Right of calling their on 
Councils and Synods; of enforcing their own } 
Canons and Conſtitutions upon the People, and of 
putting them in Execution, independently on the 
State, and not only without asking them leave, 
but by a Divine Charter of Exemption from tbe 
Juriſdiction and Controul of the Civil Magiſtrate: | 
If they will bring all theſe Things under the Phraſe | 
of Matters purely Spiritual, then it's plain,thathow- | 
ever we may ſeem to agree in Words, yet we wide- | 
_ ly differ in the Explanation of them. What Claims 
of this Kind have been made, none can be igno- 
rant who have read the Treatiſes printed in De- | 
fence of the late Deprived Biſhops ; and that calld 


| the Regale and Pontificate ; and the Municipium Eccle- 


ſiaſticum, aſſerting the Divine Right of Synods ; | 


with other Tracts by the ſame Author. In whi 
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not only the Reformation has been plainly ſtruck alhoo 


at as proceeding upon Eriſtian Principles; but the = I 


Supremacy of the Crown, as eſtabliſhed by Buy ] 


Rights. And the worſt of Language has been gi- 
ven to the Defenders of it, as infamous Betrayers of 
all our Religibus Liberties): And All this by thoſe who 
have ſubſcribed to the Articles and Canons in which 
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ij ſet forth as the greateſt" Spiritual Slavery and U- ds | 
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that Supremacy has been taught and maintained; 1 
and in which Excomminiication, ipſo facto, is de- Cl 
nounced/againſt thoſe who ſhall peach any Part of ; 

it ; beſides the Penalties of : Deprivation to be in- 
fited by the Temporal Authority. But as I had 
much rather compoſe our Differences than widen 


and Dr. B. and their Friends, to explain themſelves 
when ever they think it proper. And only add 
that as any Tendency to diſpute the Supremacy of 
the Crown, even in Spiritual Cauſes, apparently 
{avours too much of Popery, I cannot ſee what Re- 
buke his Lordſhip has mericed in affectionately 
warning his Clergy of the Evil and Danger of it. 


II. The next Doctrine mentioned by the Biſhop, 
ind in which He is alſo called to Account, con- 
cerns the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. Which 
ſome having affirmed to be a Proper Sacrifice, and 
wen Propitiatory to take away Sin; his Lordſhip 
'nought he had good Reaſon to obviate ſo groſs a 
Miſtake and ſo dangerous an Error; and accord- 

JW 'gly he gives his Clergy a Caution againſt it. Up- 
u this Dr. B. and Mr. L. have entred the Liſts 
nth him, and maintain it to be a Proper Material 
uerifice, and as Mr. L. expreſſes it, Pag. 13, 14, | 
ly. a Means of Remiſſion of Sin. Now as the Rea- Wy 
onableneſs of the Biſhop's Caution and Admoni- i 
on muſt depend upon the Unreaſonableneſs and 
food of the Doctrine that his Lordſhip cen- 

«es, I ſhall examine this Matter very particular- 

| | B 3 ly, 


che Breaches already made; I will leave ic to Mr. L. wt 
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, and with all the Fairneſs and Juſtice that way 
be. To which End I muſt take notice, 
I. That the Diſpute is not about the Uſe of th 
Word Sacrifice when we ſpeak of the Sacrament. 
And therefore Dr. B. indeed does nothing, when 
he cites ( Append, p. 98.) ſeveral Biſhops, and the 


Learned Caſaulon, acknowledging this Sacrament | 
to be a Sacrifice. No body. diſputes againſt! the 


Language, if it be uſed with feſpect to the whole 
Office, or Service, as it is the Repreſentation and 
Memorial of Chriſt's Sacrifice... The Apoſtle calls 
both Prayers and Alms by the Name of Sacrifice, 


Heb. xiii. 15, 16.; and therefore an Office that lo Yg 


eminently conſiſts of ſuch Devotions, may with- 


out ſcruple be called by that Name, But then, ſo 
far as a Proper Sacrifice includes a Material one, it is | 
thus far only Improperly call'd a Sacrifice. by the Di- 


vines of the Reformation. 


2. Tho we do not diſallow that Word, yet it | 
is, I think, very juſtly to be complained. of, that 


feveral ſuch Expreflions have been uſed by the 


Writers on that Side, as the common People, who | 
have an equal Share in, and Right to this Divine | 
Ordinance, may eaſily be enſnared by; and very | 
excuſably take to be uſed in Imitation and Favour | 
of the Popiſh Maſs. And if ſome Men had a | 
ſufficient Regard to the Capacities of the common | 
People, and a juſt Tenderneſs not to enſnare them | 
by Words, they would be more cautious of ſuch 
Language; which however it were uſed among 
the Ancients, who knew one anothers Spiritual | 
Meaning, is now become ſo peculiarly the Support | 
of the greateſt Corruptions of Popery , that it 
ought to be conſcientiouſly avoided by all | 
Chriſtians. Such are the Expreſſions of Sacrificing 
Chriſt ; of Offering the Body and Blood of Cbriſ 1 | 
Offering for Sin, in the Repreſentations of Bread us 
Wine,to Put God in mind, and to render him eh 0 


page 
thinki 
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A. 
That the great Chriſtian Sacrifice is not to be Per- 
formed by à Repreſentation, but by a Real Sacri- 
fice, and by Offering Chrift. That it is not the 
Sacrament but this Sacrifice that is the Means of our 
obtaining Remiſſion of Sin. This is ſo perfectly the 
Language of the Roman Maſs, that the Uſe of it 
muſt be a Snare to the People, and bring them in- 
to the Danger either of a Prophane Contempt of 
what they do not underſtand, or elſe of falling in- 
to the groſſeſt Superſtition. And by ſetting them 
thus near to the Roman Miſſal, they may the more 
eaſily be perſuaded to ſtep into it, while they find 
the Diſtance between the Church of Rome and 
ſuch Proteſtants to be but very little. Our firſt 
Reformers uſed a different Stile ; they called the 
Sacrament, 4 Sacrifice, but not to Put God in mind, 
as tho he was more likely to be Forgetful than we; 
but a Sacrifice of Praiſe and Thankſgiving ; ordained 
by Cbriſt, as Archbiſhop Cranmer tells us, to put us 
in Remembrance of the Sacrifice made by him on the 
Croſs ; and for that cauſe-it beareth the Name of a Sa- 
crifce. And agreeable to this was the Language of 
the Primitive Chriſtians, who as Fuſtin Martyr 
tells us, Apol. 2. p. 98. in celebrating this Sacrament 
put one another in mind of the Paſſion and Sufferings 
of Chriſt for our Sins. But we it ſeems have al- 
terd both our Expreflions and Principles. But, 
34%, The chief Diſpute is, Whether this Sacra- 
ment be a Proper Sacrifice and Propitiatory for Sin. 
By a Proper Sacrifice, all agree muſt be meant 2 
Material one, a Sacrifice in which ſome Material 
Thing is offer'd up unto God. And the ſhort of 
the Queſtion is, Whether the Sacramental Bread 
and Wine are thus offered as a Proper Sacrifice? 
Mr. L. ſays, it has not only been warmly aſſerted, but 
frmly proved. (Bp. of Oxford's Charge conſider d, 
Page 14.) On the other hand, I am ſo far from 
chinking it firmly proved, that look on it as ut- 
| > terly 
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terly uncapable of firm Proof; and that for theſ; 


— . es, 


Reaſons, which I ſhall ſet forth at large: 


V 
II. The other Scriptures brought i 
it, are nothing to the Purpoſe of it. 

III. The Primitive Chriſtians do not appear to 
have been of this Opinion : In that all their Ex. 
preſſions that ſeem to look that way, are only Me. 


zaphors and Allegories, and were deſign d to be taken | 


in a Spiritual Senſe. 


gainſt it. 


I. I will begin with the Words of the Inſtituti- 
on; for if little or nothing be found of this Mate- 
rial Sacrifice there, all the reſt that can be ſaid upon 
it will be very little or nothing to the Purpoſe. 
Now the Words of the Inſtitution are theſe : 
(Matth. xxvi. 26, & c. Mark xiv. 22. Lake xxii. 19.) 


And as they were eating, Feſus took Bread and Bleſſed j 
it, and Brakeit, and gave it to the Diſciples, and ſaid, | 
Take, cat, this is my Body, which is given for you, Do | 


this in Remembrance of me. Likewiſe alſo after Supper, 


he took the Cup, and when he had given Thanks, hegave 


it them, ſaying, Drink ye all of it: For this Cup is the 
New Teftament in my Blood, which is ſhed for jou; or, 
This is my Blood of the New Teſtament, which is ſhed 
for many for the Remiſſion of Sins. Now how many 
Thouſand Times might an Indifferent Perſon read 


theſe Words over, before he would ever think of 
making this Bread and Wine a Material Sacrifice to 


God? But ſays Mr. L. p. 19, 20. Theſe Elements, 


Words and Actions thus exhibited before God in Repreſenta- 
tion, and as a Memorial of Chriſt's Allſufficient Sacrifice, | 
make this a Material Sacrifice. He muſt mean this 


of what Chriſt himſelf did, or elſe he could have 
5 no 


J. There is nothing of it in the Original Infti. 


n Defence of | 


Remes 
will N 
dacrifi 
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eaſon to ſay, that the ,Pr 
ok Sbieb Chriſt performed, and by ſpeaking the 
Words that Chriſt pa ke in "ednſecrafing. theſe Elements, 
fers them unto God. If there Was no Sacrifice made 
e e of cheſe 
Elements, there can be none made by the Prieſts 
in conſecrating after his. Example. The whoſe 
Queſtion then now in Debate, is, Whether what 


Chriſt did to or with theſe Elements, in tlie Ori- 
ginal Conſecration and Inſfieutton, made them a 
| Material” Oblation and Sacrifice 2.11 Hot, this whole 


Cauſe, in my Opinion, ſinks to the ground at 
once. Now there are but Six Things ſaid or done 
ey Chriſt to or 2yith theſe Elements, in the Confe- 

cration and Inſticution of this'Holy Supper. rr 
Trop. the Bread and alſo the Cup. 2. He Bleſſed- them, 
or Cave God Thanks over them; and as they were 
to be eaten and drank, he Praiſed God the Father 
for his Bleſſings, and no doubt alſo Prayed for his 
Farour and Grace. 3. He Brake the Bread. 4. He 
diſtributed them, he Gade the Bread, and he Gave 
the Cup. FJ. He proclaimed them to be the Sym- 
bols of his Body and Blood crucified and ſhed for 


our Sins: This is my Body, this is my Blood. 6. Laſt- 
ly, He enjoin'd the Perpetual ' Continuance and 


Obſervance of this Divine Ordinance : Do this in 
Remembrance of me. Now in Which of all theſe 
will Mr. L. and his Friends place the Oblation and 
Cacrifice of the Elements? If they fay in all of 
them together; I muſt deſire them to take Notiee, 
nat the Four firſt are no more than what were 
iſual with Chriſt at any ſerious and ſolemn Eat- 
ing, and when facrificing was not at all thought 
k. Thus when he fed the Five Thouſand Men, 
Matth. xiv. 19. Ye Took the Five Loawes and the 
Io Fiſres, and looking up to Heaven, to evidence 
bat he did all this before God, be Bleſſed and Bꝛake 
nd Gave the Loa ves ro his Diſciples, So again, _ 
; | EY 18 
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he fed the four theuſand, Mark viij. 6. He took the fo 
ven Loaves and gave thanks, and brake, and pave thi, 
Diſciples to ſet before them, And again, when Chriſt 
appeared to his Diſciples. after his Reſurrection, 
and eat with them, Luke xxiv. 30. As be ſat at Mut 
with them, he took Bread and Bleſſed it, and Brake, and | 
gove it to them, Men may talk then as long as they | 
will of Sacrificia! Rites, and Words and Attions ; but | 
we ſeg that in four of the fix Things done by our | 
Saviour in the Original Inſtitution of this Supper, | 


| there is nothing more than the Common Solemni- | a 
ties of a Devout Grace before Eating. Wbatſo- , , 


ever therefore contributes to the making it a S- 
ment, muſt be by the addition of thoſe other 7 


by 


Words „ Thu u my Body which & given for you; tha m2) 
x my Blood of the New Teſtament which (hed for | this 
Jon. Do tba ia Remembrance of me, or as a Memo- thin 
mal of me. e | | 1 


Nou by theſe Words Chriſt Conſtitutes the Ele- 
ments of Bread and Wine, the Symbols of his Bo- Gen 
dy and Blood; in eating and drinking of which WM 
thus Bleſſed, Broken, and Powured out to this pur- | 
poſe ; as the Diſciples are put in mind of Chriſt's } h 
Body broken, and his Blood ſhed for our Sins, ſo II en 
are they thereby made Partakers of the Benefits of 
his Paſſion therein Repreſented and Commemorn | 
ted. Thoſe viſible Signs thus ſolemnly and devout- 
{y received, by the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt, 
exhibit to the Souls of the Worthy Receivers int 
fible Grace. This is the Import of Thx is my Body, 
This is my Blood. He proclaims them to be the Sym- 
bols by which his Paſſion is Commemorated, in 
the Participation of which we are Partakers of the 
Benefits of his Death, This makes ic a Chriſtian 
Sacrament, Had leſs than this been ſaid, there had 
been no Evidence of any Divine Inſtitution of 2 
Sacrament. Theſe Gentlemen therefore preſs the 


Words of the Inſtitution very hard: when _—_ | 
| Hh there 
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1 
here muſt not be enough ſaid and done to make it 
1 Sacrament ; or if there be, their Pregnant Imagi- 
nations will immediately improve it into a Sacriſice 
1 eee, 
: What they have to offer for the Support of their 
Notion is, that the Word mweiv here uſed; Do this, ſige 
nifies ſometimes in the LXXII Greek, to Offer, or to 
Sacrifice. But, as when it do's ſo ſignify, it has uſually 


either Lamb, or Calf, or Sacrifice, or Oblation, or ſame 


ſuch-like Subſtantive joined with ic to determine 
its Signification, none of which are here: 1 
ſo they who mention this Senſe of the Propit.Qbe 
Word, can only offer it in this place as t. p. 33. 


Probably intended. Now. what probably 


may be, probably may not be, and conſequently 


this is no Proof. Unleſs there had been ſome- 
thing in our Saviour's Words that neceſſarily de- 
termines for this Conſtruction, this is too flight a 
Foundation to build ſo important a Doctrine up- 
on. Beſides, if we were to take the Word in that 
Senſe, it muſt be referrd to the whole Action or 
Service, and not to the Elements only, for they 
are not joined with it. And if we do this, it will 


then ſeem rather to be taken in a Metaphorical, 


than in a Literal Senſe, and conſequently proves 


nothing at all for the Material Oblation of the Ele- 
ments. And thus the Words of the Inſtitution have 


nothing in them that either directly or certainly 
avours this pretended Material Sacrifice of Bread 
ind Wine. But, ſays one of the Acuteſt De- 


lenders of this Cauſe, I am perſwaded that the lh. 


Propitiatory Nature of the Holy Eucbariſt is as 
ſlainly contained in thoſe Words as any Rational Man can 
ere. When our Saviour ſays, This is my Body gi- 


ren for you, he muſt mean given to God, — And if | 


ive Bread in the Sacrament be his Body given, offered, ſa- 
rificed for us, by a true and proper Repreſentation, then 1 
"amt ſee how the Conſequence can be od, viz. that 
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the Conſecrated Bread and Wine.are a Repreſesbativ nc. 
lation or Sacnißce of bit Body and Blood. 1 0 
4 Poor Repreſentat ide indeed, if it fell. ſhort of its Trins. 
pal or Original in the main Point of all. If it repreſented 
Ebriſt only at Dead, not ur Sacrificed ;! ane Cruci. 
| fied, not Offered unta God for us. He fame Body | 
which is Broken i alſo given fur us, bie te me 5 
Unanſwerable Proof that his Repreſentative, Shkcrammul | 
Body, is alſo his Body offered for us. This looks plau- 
fible, and is indeed carrying the Argument 35 far 
as the Cauſe. will bear. But ſtill it is rather beg. 
ging than proving the Point in Debate. And the | 
Whole will be determined by a clear Anſwer t6:this B 
plain Queſtion: Whether Chriſt Inſtituted the Re. | 
preſentation and Commemoration of his Death by a Sa- 
_ erifice, or by a Sacrament, or if you will by both? 
If by a Sacrament only, then it is undeniable that: 
the Words This 7s my Body, &c. can only make the 
Elements the Symbols of his Body and Blood, but 
do not by any Neceſſary or Reaſonable Conſe- 
quence include a Sacrifice or Oblation of them. 
Now in all this we muſt be determined by what 
Chriſt here appointed and declared. [RT Sag 
That he has Inſtituted a'Sacrament, we all agree; | 
of the Sacrifice, the Inſtitution ſays not a word. 
This therefore is ſo far from being plainly contained | 
in the Words of the Inſtitution, that it wants the 
one Thing neceſſary to make it plain: I mean ſome 
plain Account of the Oblation of theſe Elements | 
to God, which the bare Saying, This is my Body, ne- 
ver can include, unleſs it be firſt proved that there 
can be no Sacrament without a Sacrifice. If God 
then intended to Inſtitute a Sacrifice, we ought in 
ſuch a Poſitive Inſtitution to have had ſome plain 
and indiſputable Proofs of that Oblation, of which 
che Inſtitution gives us none. Nor is it of | 
P. at. any force at all to pretend that rhe Repreſen- | 
© | tation is Defective in the main Point of al. 


Chriſt 


1 

chriff was the Propęreſt Judge how his Death 
ſhould be repreſented.” If he had Reaſons that it 
ſhould be done by a Sacrament, and not by a Sa- 
crfice ;/ and if all Conſent in the One, and the 
Infticution takes no Notice of the Other, we 
ought co acquieſce, afid be determined by that. 
Beſides, I know of ng other Oblarion ot Sacrifice 
that Chriſt ever madè to God of his Bod y and 


Blood; than what he once made by his Paſſion on 


the Ctoſs. If therefore this Sacrament be a ſuffi- 
cient Memorial of his Paſſio , it is alſo a ſufficient 
Memorial of his Sacrifice. This Gentleman, I 
know, makes a difference between the Death of 
Chriſt jand his Sacrifice; between the Crucifying of 
his Body, and the Offering it up for us. But as Chriſt 
offered himſelf to God but once, and by that one Offering 


hath put away Sins, and Reconciled us to God by the 


Croß, and hath made Peace through the Blood of bis 
Crop, Heb. ix. 28. x. 12. 14. Eph. 2. 16. Col. x. 20. 
cannot but think, that what he has appointed as 
2 Memorial or Repreſentation of his Death, is alſo a 


ſufficient Memorial of that one Offering or Sacrifice 


which he made of himſelf to God by dying for us. 
And conſequently, that the Sacramental Memorial 
or Repreſentation of his Paſſion. is a ſufficient Me- 
norial or Repreſentation alſo of his Sacrifice, with- 
out either Oftering or Sacrificing the Symbols. 


Io put then ſuch a Conſtruction on the Words, as 
ey will in no Uſe or Propriety of Language bear, 


only to make the pretended Repreſentation to our 
Thoughts more compleat and full; is Deviſing a 


acrifice for God and Chriſt, which they do not 


ippear to have intended or appointed. 

But this Author, juſtly ſenſible of the Weakneſs 
ak what he has thus alleged, endeavours to {treng- 
nen it by ſaying that (P. 15.) *7is moſt likely that the 


Bread and Wine in 2which Chriſt firſt celebrated the Eu- 


drift, d been atinally offcred in the Temple, For it has 


already | 


already been pro ved, that the Paſſover which our Saw, 

and 5 Apoſtles had juſt afore been eating, ar 4 — 
fice : and it is clear, that every Sort of Satrifice had | 
Meat and Drink-offering of courſe attending it, Ani 
ſo, if the Elements had been once Offered unto 
God before, there was no need of 2 New Oblation 


of them in the Infticution of this Sacrament, To 
this I Anſwer, That this is ſaid without Proof, and | 
| It is not certain 
that the Elements uſed: by Chriſt in the firſt Cele. | 


is a mere groundleſs Conjecture. 


bration of this Supper, were any Part of what had 


been uſed in the Paſſover eaten by Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles. No leſs a Man than the Learned C. 


Jo. Voſſius is of Opinion, (Harm. Evang. J. 1. « xiv, 
5. 110.) that when Chriſt and his Apoſtles had eaten up 


the Paſchal Lamb, it was not enough to ſatisfy the bunger | 


of ſo many, and that therefore their Common Supper ful. 


lowed it; during the time of which Chriſt waſhed the 
Diſciples Feet before he Inſtituted this Sacrament. ! 


And he ſupports himſelf in that Aſſertion by the 


Authority of St. Auſtin. lib. de Conſenſu Evangeliſa- 


rum. Peractd Paſchali can & communi incepta, ills 


cænantibus ſurrexit Chriſtus & lawit pedes diſcipuloram. | 
Ac ſemiliter idem tractatu Iv in Foannem. Now if this 
be true, which St. Auſtin obſerves by comparing | 
the Evangeliſts together, it is ſo far from being | 


credible, that the Elements which Chriſt conle- 
erated and uſed in that firſt Supper, were ever of- 
fered up unto God in the Temple, that they ra- 
ther appear to have been no Part of that Paſchal 
Supper which Chriſt in Compliance with the Few- 


ifþ Law had eaten with his Apoſtles ; but of that 
common ordinary Supper which they are thought | 
to have eaten after ir. And conſequently nothing W 
can from hence be fetcht to ſupport the Doctrine 
of Chriſt's having made an Oblation to God ol F'\ 


thole Sacramental Elements. 


Bot 


. (15) 
t Dr. Hickes fays,(Chriſtian Prieſth. Ed, 3. f. ea.) 
N. the Ancients be fond tat our 74 d made , We 
on of the Bread and Wine at the Inſtitution of this. Sa- 
gament, and commanded his Diſciples, ſo to do; and he 
repreſents his as a thing paſ# all Doubt from the 63d Epi- 
fe of St. Cyprian to Cæcilius, e. I have look'd 
into that Epiſtle , but do nat think this Matter ſo 
much paſt all Doubt as it is repreſented. And yet if 
it were, I do not think that of Moment enough 
to determine this Matter. Becauſe if any of the 
Ancients were of that Opinion, as it is plain there 
z nothing of it in Holy Scripture , they muſt re- 
Cceire it by Tradition only, which I cannot think 
to be of it ſelf alone a ſufficient Foundation of fo 
important a Doctrine. I do not fpeak this as tho 
[ apprehended any mighty Matters from the Anci- 
ents againſt me, and ſo were, deſirous to decline 
their Teſtimonies. So far from it, that IT am a- 
bundantly convinced that the Fathers had no ſuch 
ſentiments, as that the Sacramental Elements were 
offered by Chriſt as a material Sacrifice to God, 
however their Words have been wreſted and tor- 
tured and perverted to that Purpoſe. But I ſhall 
wave this Enquiry into their Sentiments till by and 
by, that I may take the Judgment of the Fathers 
together, and by comparing them one with ano- 
her, ſhew the Reader very plainly , that they ſay 
ery little or nothing to the Purpoſe for which they 
re produced. At preſent T am contented to ob- 
ere, that as the Inſtitution of the Holy Sacra- 
nent of the Lord's Supper may, I hope, be allow- 
d ſufficiently Intelligible without the Interpreta- 
jon of the Fathers: So there is nothing at all ei- 
der in the Words or Actions uſed by our Saviour in 
„that diſcovers any Oblation of the Bread and 
Vine to God. The Manual Ceremonies, as they call 
em, were little more than what were uſual at 
ec >olemn Eating. And the Words ſeem as fer 

5 as 
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2: poſtible tb conftitiite a Chriſtian Sacrinidior 
Perperual Obligation. And without any one Hint. 
or, Intimation by any Geſture or Expreſſion a5 tg 
the, Oblation or Sacriſcing the Bread and Wine. And 
Lam perſwaded that Dr. Hickes himſelf is pretty 
much of my Mind, from the Method which he 
takes ro maintain this Doctrine. Who, as he hin. 
{elf confeſſes, did not think it Proper to argue this | 
Point 4 priori, begpuning ; 5 the Inſtitution: 
(Account of the 3d Edit, p. xxiij. ) but fom the Con 
ſentient Tradition of the bir Church both in Do. 
frine and Practice, and from many Texts of Scripte, MY *? 
as underſtood by f the beſt Chriſtian Writers * from | 
whence he thinks it muſt follow,” that it was a Proper WW 
Sacrifice from the very ft., It his be fl, f. 
muſt inſiſt upon it, that Mr. L. can have none of M * 
his pretended firm Proofs from the Original Infti- | 


. 


tution. Proceed we then to cohſider, . 

II. What firm Proofs of this New Doctrine can M ''* 
be fetcht from other Texts of Scripture. It may | 
perbaps be thought an Uncivil Remark if I tell | 901 
the Reader that the Texts appealed to in this Cauſe, "Sy 
are the ſame that the Church of Rome produce in WF that 
Defence of their Maſs. But in the main this JF % 
true; as it is alſo,that by the very ſame Rule which | 535 
they obſerve in Interpreting Scripture, tis as ealy | 55 
to prove the Maſs as the Material Sacrifice of Bread WF ,, 6 
and Wine. nn” | boos 


I. The firſt Text that I find mentioned by Dr. 2 Da 
Hickes is that of St. Matt. v. 23, 24. If thou bring thy ira 4 
Gift to the Altar, and there Remembreſ# that thy Brother Prail 
bath ought againſt thee, leave there thy Gift before the AM dae, 
tar and go thy way ; firſt be Reconciled to thy Brother, and an Ea 
then come and offer thy Gift. This, ſay the Aﬀerters Joop 
of a Proper Sacrifice, (Chriſt. Prieſth. p. 42, 43: * on. 

4 Goſhel-Precept, ſpoken by way of Anticipation, and % 


J 
the Fathcrs zs applied to the Chriſt ian 1 of tbe 
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Horde Supper. Be it ſo, granting all this, what 
then? Why, the Precept teaches us to be recon- 
ciled with our offended Brethren , before we cart 
hope to offer any acceptable Sacrifice: And St. 
Chry/o/fom, and other Fathers apply this to the Ho- 
y Sacrament. I grant all this, and ſo doubtleſs 
have Thouſands of Divines ſince their Time, with- 
out ever intending the Bread and Wine co be that 


dacrifice. The only Queſtion is, Whether Gift 


and Altar were intended by our Saviour ſo to be 


underſtood, as to make the Sacramental Elements 


a material proper Sacrifice in the ſtrict literal Senſe 


of the Words. And how will this be proved 2 The 


firſt Authority brought by Dr. Hickes from the An- 
cients, declares expreſly in Favour of the Meta- 
phorical Senſe. Ae , &c. Apoſtol. Conſt. L. 2. 
cap. 53. For the Gift that is offered unto God, is every 
one's Prayer and Thankſgiving. St. Chryſoſtom expa- 
vates largely with his uſual Eloquence in our Sa- 
viour's own Phraſe of Gift, and Sacrifice, and Al- 
tar ; and he applies it to the Holy Sacrament. 
Bur then to demonſtrate that all ſuch Language is 
to be underſtood figuratively : He expreſly affirms, 
that Reconciliation with our Brethren is a Sacrifice, and 
that one of the two Reaſons of this Precept is to teach us 


that this is accounted the greateſt Sacrifice; TavTmIv weHony , 
rom eive Tv H. . And he applies it to the 
ver Alms and Devotions of the Catechumeni. Let 


thoſe hear this — who are not yet initiated, for this Text 
tas Relation alſo to them; for they alſo bring a Gift and 
Sacrifice, I mean Prayer and Alms ; for that this alſo 
1 a Sacrifice, hear what the Prophet ſays, the Sacrifice of 
Praiſe ſhall glorify me; and again , ſacrifice to God the 
Sacrifices of Praiſe , and the lifting up of my Hands is 
mn Evening Sacrifice, And then he ſets forth the 
Unprofitableneſs of Prayer without Reconciliati- 
on. Such Sacrifice the unbaptized offered; and 


S Yet. 


(18) 


yet it is moſt certain that they could not ſacrifice 
the Bread and Wine, and conſequently theſe 
Words were ſpoken figuratively *Tis true he makes 
2 Difference between the Sacrifice of the Baptized 


and of the Unbaptized. But let Dr. H. prove, if 


he can, that the Difference conſiſted in the Obla. 
tion of Bread and Wine. Till I look'd into St. 
Cbryſoſtom I did not ſuſpect Dr. Hickes of ſuch 2 
Breach of Integriry , as the induſtriouſly ſuppreſ. 
fing theſe plain Diſcoveries, that what that Father 
ſays, was all intended figuratively, and of Spiritu- 
al Oblations only. If he had gone on but a little 
farther, he had evidently berray'd the Weakneſs 


of this pretended Authority from St. Chryſoftow's | 


Expoſition of the Place. 


Another Text produced is 1 Cor. ix. 14, 15. | 
Where St. Paul to ſhew how reaſonable it was, 


and agreeable to the Will of God, that Chriſtian 


Miniſters ſhould be maintained with worldly Main- 
tenance for their Labout in the Miniſtry, ar- | 


gues thus from what was under the Law. Do js 
not know that they who miniſter about Holy Things, 


live of the Things of the Temple; and they which wait | 

at the Altar, are Partakers with the Altar? Even ſo hath | 
the Lord alſo ordained , that they which preach the 6 
ſpel ſhould live of the Goſpel, Now what is all this | 


to the Sacramental Elements of Bread and Wine? 
The Fews had their Temple Service, for their At- 
tendance on which the Prieſts had their Mainte- 


nance. And they had Proper Altars, Proper Sacrifices, | 
and Proper Oblations, for waiting on which the | 


Prieſts had their Share. ( Chriſt. Prieſtb. p. 68.) 


But does St. Paul ſay , that the Chriſtians had fo | 


too ? Nothing like it. But only that as under the 


Levitical Prieſthood the Prieſts were maintaine 
for their Labour and Service: So ought the Chn- 
ſtian Miniſters to be for their Pains and Labour in 

= | preaching | 
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weaching the Goſpel, Sure the Cauſe muſt be carried 
only by a Number of Citations , and not by the 
Perrinency of them, when ſuch poor Arguments 


z theſe are brought to ſupport it. Here alſo we 


have a heavy Heap of Ancients introduced, ſpeak- 
ing what they never thought, as I ſhall ſhew in its 
proper Place. oa 
ny Argument pretended to be brought from this 
Scripture : That St. Paul does not here. ſay any 
one thing directly of the Bread and Wine in the 
Holy Sacrament. 
meet the Words Altar, Gift, Offering, and Sacrifice 
in the New Teſtament, but preſently they fall in- 
to Dreams of ſacrificing the Sacramental Bread and 
ine; we muſt leave them to their own Delu- 
ſion. N 

Another Text largely inſiſted on in this Contro- 
verſy is that of Heb. xiii. 10. where the Apoſtle 
ſays, We have an Altar whereof they have no right to 
eat that ſerve the Tabernacle. This was alledged a- 
bore a Hundred Years ago, by one Hart a Jeſuir, 
in Defenſe of the Popiſh Maſs. And the main 


Force of the Allegation lay in St. Paul's taking, 


theſe Words, as the Jeſuit pretended, ſo far in a li- 
teral Senſe, as that the Altar muſt be intended to 
denote a Material Altar, and conſequently include 
Proper Material Sacrifice offered on that Altar, 
Juft thus alſo pleads Dr. Hickes ; ( Chriſt, Prieſtb. 
p. 73.) An Altar implies an Altar-Sacrifice , as the 
ſews had; and the Apoſtle uſes an Argument taken from 
bbeir own Law. So here is Altar anſwering to Altar, 
ind Sacrifice to Sacrifice, one as a Figure of Chriſf's ſa- 
ir icing on the Croſs before his Suffering, and anſwerin 

v the other after it. This I confeſs looks pretty, — 
makes the All uſion fine, and pleaſant, and beauti- 
ul, But is this a ſufficient Reaſon for carrying on 


de Alluſion fo far? I doubt not. To this way of 


C2 inter- 


It's Anſwer enough, I think, to a- 


But if ſome Divines can never 
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. 
interpreting St. Paul, the Learned Dr. John Reynoldi 
in his Conference with that Jeſuit, gave this An. 


ſwer, Pag. 474. Ed. 1588. The Holy Apoſtle bimſel 
doth under land it of the Body of Chri 7 -e 


offered on the Croſs. And that is manifeſt by the Words by | 


addeth to ſhew his Meaning, touching the Jews and the 
Altar. For, ſays he , the Bodies of thoſe Bea5ts, &c. 


Which Words are ſomewhat dark , but they will be plain, 
if we conſider both the Thing that the Aportle would prove, | 
and the Reaſon by which he proweth it, The Thing that | 


be would prove is, That the Jews cannot be Partakers of 


the Fruit of Chriſt's Death, 8c. if they Hill retain the | 
Ceremonial Worſhip of the Law of Moſes: And the | 


Reaſon by which he proveth it, is an Ordinance of God in 


a kind of Sacrifices appointed by the Law to be offered fir 


Sinners, which Sacrifices ſhewed Christ, and taught this 


Doctrine. There were certain Beats commanded to hy | 
offered for Sin in ſpecial Sort, and their Blood to le 


brought into the Holy Place , whoſe Bodies might not be 
eaten, as other Sacrifices were, but mut be burnt without 
the Camp. Now by theſe Sacrifices offered for Sin , our 
only Sovereign Sacrifice Feſus Chrift was figured. — 


The ApoFile therefore exhorting the Hebrews to #abliſh | 
their Hearts with Grace, that teacheth them to ſerve the 
Lord in Spirit and Truth, after the Doctrine of the Goſpel ; | 


not with Meats , that is to ſay , with the Ceremonies of 


the Law, a part whereof was the Difference between un. 


clean and clean Meats , doth move them to it with this 
Reaſon ; that if they ſerve the Tabernacle, and tick un. 


to the Rites of the Jewiſh Prieſthood, their Souls ſhall have 


no Part of the Fruit of our Sacrifice, no Fruit of Chriſt's 
Death. For as the Bodies of thoſe Beaſts , which were 


offered for Sin,and their Blood brought into the Holy Place 
by the Prieſt, might not be eaten by the Prieſts, but were} 
burnt without the Camp: So neither may the Keepers 9 | 
the Prieſtly Ceremonies have Life by feeding upon Chriſt, 


20 ⁰ 1 to fnew this Myſtery) did ſuffer Death * A 
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Gate, when be ſhed his Blood to cleanſe the People 7 
their Sim, And thus it appeareth by the Text it ſelf, that 


the Name of Altar betokeneth the Sacrifice, that à⸗ to ſay, 


Chriſt crucificd, Not as his Death is ſhewed forth in the 


Sacrament , but as he did ſuffer Death without the Gate. 
Let Dr. Hickes try his Skill to overthrow this Inter- 
pretation of the Place. And until he has done 


that, an Expreſſion of mere Analogy and Alluſian 


can prove nothing of the pretended Material Sa- 
crifice. 


Divine Service and Worſhip of Chriſtians by Spi- 
ritual Sacrifices was a much more effectual way of 
obtaining God's Favour: They indulged themſelves 
in a Liberty of applying the ſacrificial Language to 
the ſpiritual Service and Sacrifices of Chriſtians. 
Alms are called Offerings or Oblations, Act. xxiv. 17. and 
Charity is ſpoken of as Sacrifice, Heb. xiii. 15,16. And 


Praiſe a Sacrifice to God, and the Fruit or Burnt- offer- 


ing of our Lips. (vid. Whitby in loc.) And it was uſeful 
and inſtructive to the Chriſtians ſo to do, as the Pro- 
phets on ſome Occaſions had for the ſame Reaſon 
done before them. It took them off from the Opi- 
nion they had had of their old Oblations, and 


liſpoſed them to be more hearty in their Spiritual 


Devotion. In which they go ſo far as to call all 
Chriſtians Royal Prieſthood, and ſay that we are 
nage Prieſts to God, 1 Pet. ii. 9. and that Chriſt is 
wr High Prieſt, Rev. 6. 10. Now when the com- 
non Adverſaries of our Faith from ſuch Expreſſi- 
ons, plead for a common Right of all Chriſtians to 
officiate in the Holy Offices and Miniſtrations 
of the Church : Dr. Hickes knows very well what 
keply is to be made to them. And let him but ſay 
ne ſame thing to his own Plea , from the figura- 

| " £4 3 tive 


But before I quit this Paſſage I muſt obſerve, 
that now the Chriſtians came to be informed, that 
all former Sacrifices were aboliſhed , and that the 
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tive Expreſſions of Altar, Eating, and the 
Table, and Gift, &c. and he —_ no 5 Ju. 
ſwer. All this plainly ſhews, how little Force there 
is in any ſuch Citations of our Appeals to Scri. 
pture Texts in- this Cauſe ; unleſs the Argument 
and Force of the Diſcourſe requires them to be ta- 
ken in a literal Senſe. SE. 
And if the Primitive Church and Fathers after. 
wards, from ſuch an Example of this of St. Paul, 
were free in borrowing the ſacrificial Language 
and Expreſſions; and while they underſtood one 
another perfectly well, to intend the ſpiritual $4- 
crifices and Oblations only, either in the Eucha- 


riſt or out of it, did yet ſpeak of this new Chriſti- | 


an Sacrifice, as the Fews uſed to do of their bloody 
and material ones : It would be the greateſt Injury 
to them imaginable to take all this in that literal 
Meaning, which they themſelves have plainly e- 
nough diſcovered , was never intended by them, 
And yet in this lays all the mighty Matter of the 
Senſe and Teſtimony of the Ancients, which ſome 
Perſons make ſo great a Noiſe about. But before 
J proceed to this, there are other Texts alledged 
and to be taken notice of, Chriſt. Prieſth. p. 80. And 


one is that of St. 2 1 Cor. x. 20, 21. But te 


Things which the Gentites ſacrifice they ſacrifice to Devil: 
and not to God, and I would not tbat ye ſhould have Fel- 


lowſhip with Devils. Ye cannot drink of the Cup of the 


Lord, and of the Cup of Devils. Ye cannot be parta- 
kers of the Lord's Table, and of the Table of Devils. 
In which Words the Apoſtle's main Deſign is to 
diſſwade theChriſtians from being preſent at the l. 
dolatrous Sacrifices and Feaſts of the Gentiles. And 
the Argument which he uſes to that Purpoſe is this, 
That thoſe Gentile Solemnities were looked on 48 


means of Communion with their falſe Gods, whom 


he here calls Devils. And it was not fit that my 


2. a 
who had a real Communion with God in the Chri- 
ſtian Sacrament, ſhould have Fellowſhip wich Des 


vils alſo in their idolatrous Sacrifices and Feaſts. 
This is all that the Apoſtle aimed at. Now how 


will this at all prove that they ſacrificed the Bread 


and Wine in the Sacrament, p. 86? Why, the Pa- 


rallel between theſe Feaſts alluded to may be obſerved 


in ſeveral Reſpects. But does the Apoſtle's Admo- 
nition "equire this Parallel to hold good in any o- 
ther Senſe beſides this one; that they were both 
accounted means of Religious Communion with 
the Deity that each of them worſhipped ? If the 
Chriſtians have Communion with God in the Ho- 
ly Sacrament of the Lord's-Supper ; St. Paul's Ad- 
monition and Argument is good and of juſt Force, 
and requires not that it ſhould be carried any far- 
ther. And therefore all the Pains that is taken to 
bring the Alluſion and Parallel beyond this, is only 
running Diviſions on them to amuſe the Reader, 
and give Colour to a weak Cauſe. Which as it 
does not appear that St. Paul ever intended, be- 
cauſe the Argument which he uſes does not re- 
quire it; ſo in Reality it proves nothing of what 
Dr. Hickes brings it for. Nor can this Text be of 
any Moment in this Diſpute , till ic can be made 
appear, either that the Chriſtian Feaſt muſt needs 
be the Remainder of a Sacrifice, becauſe the Gentile 
eaſts were fo : Or elſe that there is no real Com- 
rnunion with God in a Sacrament, bur in a Sacri- 
ice only. And when this is atcempred to be proved, 
it will be time enough to anſwer it. | 
| There remains, I think, now but one Text 
more to be conſidered ; (ib. 92.) and it is Rom xv. 


pra, the miniſftring Prieſt of Jeſus Chriſt , mini- 
fring to the Gentiles the Goſpel of God , that the off ring 
of the Gentiles might be acceptable, being ſan&ified by 

>” the 


16. where the Apoſtle calls himſelf, aaTver Feprg- 
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the Holy Ghoſt, Where the Apoſtle is ſuppoſed to 


ſpeak in Alluſion to the Sacrament which was ſanttifed 
by the Invocation of the Holy Ghoſt, and by theſe ſacri- 


ficial Terms to teach us that it is a proper Sacrifice, But 


as the pretended Alluſion is wholly conjectural and 
precarious, and has no Proof; and it cannot be pre- 
tended that any of the ancient Fathers have ever 
applied this Text to the Holy Sacrament , I think 
it wants no Anſwer. And let not Dr. Hickes think 
that I have done any Injury, either to him, or to 

his Cauſe, thar I have not in examining theſe 
Seriptures , followed him an, through all his 
I earned Readings and Quotations. For as all ſo- 


lid Scripture Proofs muſt be fetch'd from what the 


Holy Penmen do either directly affirm , or from 
what may reaſonably be inferr'd from thence ; and 


the Sentiments of the Ancients are not always the | 


moſt juſtly and properly applied to the Scriptures 
which they appeal to, as it is eaſy to ſhew by a 
great many Inſtances ; I cannot but think it a pro- 
per and ſufficient Anſwer to all the Texts of Seri- 
pture produced to ſupport this Cauſe, to ſhew from 
the Scheme and Scope of the Apoſtles Diſcourſes, 
that they have no Appearanee of intending the Sa- 
cramental Elements as a Sacrifice ; but ſeem much 
rather to uſe ſacrificial Expreſſions and Phraſes me- 
taphorically. And until ſome good and ſubſtanti- 
31 Reaſons can be given,why theſe Texts are to be 
taken literally rather than figuratively, they can 
never poſſibly prove any thing of what is now pre- 
tended to be proved from them. And altho' I am 
ſenſible that the main Streſs and Support of this 
Cauſe lies in ſuch an Application of the Expreſſi- 


ons of the Fathers to the Places of Scripture here | 


produced; Yet upon a fair and impartial Exami- 


nation of them, I perſuade my ſelf that every un- 


prejudiced Reader will ſoon perceive that there 


no- 


Xe wa. 


wou 


nothing in all this but wreſting Words and Expreſ- 
ons to A liceral Meaning, that were intended to be 
ken figuratively only. To make this good I pro- 
ceed therefore, . 


III. To enquire what the Sentiments of the An- 
cient Fathers and of the Primitive Church were 
as to this Sacrament. 1 

Now the firſt Authorities of this Kind, that Dr. 
Hicles has thought fit to mention, are two or three 
ort Paſſages in the Epiſtle of Clemens Romanus, 


and Ignatius. Clemens Romanus, S. 40. ſays F Theſe 8 
Things then being manifeſted to us; we who have logkel. 


into the Depths of Divine Knowledge , ought to do al 
Things in order, which aur Loꝛd Has commanded us to do. 


To perform our | ae5op2e95 % acTv2/a;] Offerings and” 


Services or Miniſtraticns at the appointed Seaſons. For 
theſe he has commanded to be done, not confuſedly and diſ- 
orderly, but at the appointed Times and Hours, === They 
therefore who make their Offerings | muirres mts ver- 
eds auriy | at the appointed Seaſons, are happy and ac- 
cepted, and follewing the Commandments of God are free 


from Sin, And again, S. 44. Cenfuring ſome who 


would have depoſed their Miniſter , he fays, it 
would be no ſmall Sin in us, ſhould we caft out thoſe 
from their Miniftry, or if Dr. Hickes had rather have 


it ſo, from their Epiſcopacy , who unblameably and 
holily offer the Gifts. e3owtſrormes 7d Sex. To theſe 
let me add a parallel Paſſage out of Ignatius, ad 
Smyrn, c. 8. It u not lawful without the Biſhop either to 
Baptixe, or dh mueiy, to make the Love-feaſt ; by 


which he aſſuredly means the Celebration of the 


Holy Sacrament. Now as theſe Paſſages are men- 

toned to prove the Material Sacrifice of the Bread 

and Wine, to theclear underſtanding of them we 

muſt conſider, £ 

. That theſe Holy Fathers by the Phraſes, Offer - 

ing of Gifts, Performing Gifts and Sacrifices , and the 
| like, 


" ate li 
IE ow” 


| like, do intend in theſe Places the whole Miniſte- 
rial Office in general, or at leaſt the whole Ser. 
vice of the Church. When St. Clement ſays, we 
ought to perform our Offerings and MiniFtrations orderly 
and at the appointed Seaſons ; he means thar the whole 
Divine Service of the Church ought to be ſo perform. 
ed. They who make their Offerings at the appointed 
Seaſons are happy, i. e.) they who regularly ob- 
ſerve the appointed Times of the Church's Service. 
Which Dr. Hickes might, if he would, have ce nh. 
dered as a ſufficient Reaſon , why the Right Reve- 
rend the Lord Biſhop of Lincoln tranſlated that 
wars of offering their Gifts by fulfilling the 


Duty of their Miniſtry. (Account of the 3d Edit. pag. 


XxxXiv.) It was the general Office of their Mini. 
ſtration that St. Clement intended, and Was 
therefore chiefly to be regarded in the Tranſlation 
of the Place. And the literal Rendring was ſo 
far from being intended to be ſuppreſſed, that it 
was plainly put in the Margin. But ſome Perſons 


can ſpeak candidly of nothing but what favours | 


their own Schemes and Meaſures ; and it is too e- 


vident that if the Author's main Deſign be duly at. 
tended to, theſe Authorities are ſo far from being | 
firm Proofs of the Material Oblation or Sacrifice of the | 
Elements of Bread and Wine ; that I muſt rather | 


obſerve from them, 5 5 | 

2. That the true Import of them would have 
been unintelligible, and not to be explained, did 
they not receive Light from the known Language 


and Uſage of the Ancient Church. We may in- 


deed from ſuch Authoricies as theſe call the Chri- 


ſtian Miniſters Offerers of Gif's and Makers of Love- 
Feaſts ; but we ſhould not be able to explain what 
their Gifts were, nor in what their offering them 
conſiſted, nor what their Lowe. Feaſts meant, if we 
had not Inſtruction from other Paſſages of Anti- 


quity. 
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quity. 
full Light, and all others of Ike Nature that we 
may hereafter meet with, let us conſider, 
hat Account the Ancients give us in other 


Places,of the Offerings,and Sacrifices, and Love-Feaſts 
of the Church. Now as to this, 


1. They ſometimes apply the Words es and 
wie to the Prayers of the Chriſtian Congregation, 


and eſpecially to the Devotion of the Communion- 
Gervice. And if they be ſo taken here, they are 
ſo far from proving the Proper Sacrifice of the Sa- 
crament, that they rather prove againſt it; in that 
thus the Expreſſions are undeniably Figurarive, and 
not Literal. And yet this is ſo far from being an 
uncommon Way of Speaking, or improper for theſe 
Places, that as we have ſeen already, when the 
Apoſtolical Conſtitutions ſpeak of bringing our 


ging. And ſo do's St. Chryſoſtom in his Expoſition 
of Matt. v. 23, And ſome of the Learned Men 
who have written Notes on theſe Epiſtles, leave it 
doubtful whether the Apoſtolical Fathers intended 
hereby the Prayers of the Euchariſt, or other Obla- 
ions, N-mo veterùm ita ſine adjecto ſimpliciter locutus 
if; ambiguum enim velitne Primitias, gratiarum acti- 
mer, Eleomoſynum, &c. Sanguis & Corpus Domini ſunt 
img Dei, He leaves the Meaning doubtful. 


3 Or wi Ss 


mera Deo offerunt, preces fidelium, ſacrificia incru- 
"a, Sanctam Euchariſtiam, The Prieſts offer Gifts 
' God, the Prayers of the Faithful, the unbloody Sacrifi- 
, the Holy Euchariſt. And then he refers us to 
alan adv. Marcionem iv. 9. who ſpeaking of that 
aſſige of our Saviour, Matt. viij. 4. Go thy wax, 
nd ſhew thy [elf to the Prieſt, and offer thy Gift as Moſes 
mmanded, ſays, for he kept to the Figurative Arguments 
e Low in their own Figurative Repreſentations ; 
| „„ . which 


To ſet theſe Expreſſions then in à clear and 


Gifts to the Altar, they tell us, L. 2. c. 53. that the 
Gift effcred unto God is every one's Prayer and Thankſ- 


bur the Learned Cotelere ſays, Sacerdotes donec ſu 
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( 28 ) 
which teach 1, that a Man who once a Sinner, an 
then cleanſed by the Word of God, ought to offer 2. Gift 
to God in the Temple; viz. Prayer and Thankſpivin 
with the Church, by Chriſt Feſus the Univerſal Prieſt + 
the Father. Had no more been added here, but Gift 
and Temple, ( Chriſtian Prieſth.) Dr. Hickes would 
have drawn all this to a Material Oblation, and would 
have ſaid as he dos on the like Occaſion, to be ſpo. 
ken of by and by; That as the Temple i here to be | 
taken literally, ſo the Gift muſt be ſo too. But Tertullia 
has unluckily prevented him by explaining the Gif 
that he intended, viz. Prayer and Thankſgiving with 
the Church by Feſus Chriſt the Univerſal Prieſt of the Er- 
ther. He refers us alſo to a Paſſage of Maximw | 
apud cap. 3. Hierarchiæ Cæleſtu, . leg. aegoopi/en, 
and to ſome others in the Apoſtolical Conftitutions, 
One of which has already been mentioned above. | 
And to theſe I may add ſome other Places of Ter- | 
zullian, as de cultu. Fam. c. xi. where ſpeaking of 
the Chriſtian Women going to Divine Service, he 
expreſſes it thus: Aut ſacrificium offertur, aut Dei ſer 
mo adminiſtratur. Either Sacrifice zs offered, or the Word 
of God is adminiſtred. But this do's no more prove 
that Sacrifice to be the Oblation of Bread and Wine, 
than the Gift to be offered in the Temple mentioned a- 
bove is to be ſo underſtood And again, de Orat. 14. 
ſpeaking of the Unacceptableneſs of Prayer | 
without Charity, ſays, Quale Sacrificium eſt d quo ſme 
Pace veceditur ? What that Sacrifice which Men go from, 
without Peace or Friendſhip? And as the Subſtan- 
tives, Gift, Oblation and Sacrifice are uſed by the An- 
\ cients to expreſs Prayers, ſo are the Verbs, Oferi- 
mus, Sacrificamus & mexogee;uer, to ſignify, we Pray 


ejus celebraretur. Neque enim apud Altare Dei merew 
nominari in Sacerdotum prece ; ſays Cypr. Ep. 1. £4 


Prayer be put up for him, nor any Sacrifice be _— 


(29) 


for his Reſt ; for he deſerves not to be named at the Altar 


of Cod in the Prayer of the Priefts, &c, Where all the 
three Words, Offer, Sacrifice and Altar are uſed, and 
yer nothing but the Prayers of the Church are in- 
tended. So alſo, Sacrificamus pro ſalute Imperatorss, &c. 
We Pray for the Safety of the Emperor. Tertull. ad Scap. 
cap. 2. And meg wv, We Pray, three times in one 
Prayer. AP. Conſt. 8. 12. We Pray or Offer to thee 
for all Saints, for all this People, — for the wholeſom- 
neſs, of the Air, and a plenty of Fruits, Now it we are 
to underſtand the Gifts and Offerings of Clement ac- 
cording to this Meaning and Language, which the 


Primitive Church was ſo well acquainted with; 


then the Prieſts and Offerers of Gifts and Sacrifices here 
ſpoken of, can mean no more than Publick Mini- 
ſters who offered to God the Prayers of the Church in the 


Publick Congregation. And thus far theſe Autho- 


rities can prove nothing of a Material or Proper Sa- 
crifice in the Euchariſt. But, „ | 
2. If by the Gifts and Offerings here mentioned 


| we ſuppoſe ſome other Oblations beſides Prayer to be 


intended ; it will be proper to conſider what the 
Uſage or Practice of the Church as to any ſuch 
was. For, as I ſaid before, we are ſo far from re- 
ceiving any great Inſtruction from theſe ſhort Paſ- 
ſages, that they themſelves muſt be enlightned and 
cleared by other Authorities. Now the Practice 
of the Primitive Church as to its Oblations, as 
Dr. Cave tells us, was this. (Prim. Chriſt. p. 1. c. xi.) 


Before the beginning of that Service, at which the Eucha- 
nit 4s adminiſtred, the Cuſtom as to Preſent their 


Offerings, every one according to his Ability bringing ſome 
Gift as the Firſt-fruits of h Increaſe, which was by the 
Miniſter laid upon the Altar or Communion-Table , none 
of them thinking it fit to appear before the Lord empty. — 


Theſe Oblations were deſigned for the Uſes of the Church, 


er the Maintenance of the Miniſtry, and the Relief of the 
| Poor ; 
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(39) 
Poor; eſpecially out of them were taken the Bread an!. 
Wine for the Sacramental i lements —. Out of theſe Olla. WY c 
tions alſo tis probable they took (at leaſt ſent Proviſons Wl} 
extraordinary) to furniſh the Common Feaſt, which in WW, 
thoſe days they conſtantly bad at the Celebration of the Sa. WY 
crament; where the Rich and the Poor feaſted together it fl 3 
the ſume Table. Theſe were called Agapæ, or Love-Fauſts, Wt 
And in this we ſee how Ignatizs comes to expreſs Wl 
the Celebrating the Holy Sacrament by the making WY 1: 
a Lowe- Feaſt, . | | i Al 
This Account of the Primitive Oblations is con- % 
firmed by Biſhop Beveridge in his Notes on the zd ID 
Apoſtol. Canon. I the Frimitive Church, acccrding | 
to the Injunction of St. Paul, 1 Cor. 16. 2. Offrings | 
were made every Lord's Day by thoſe who went into the 
Church. Which he confirms not only by the Au- 
thority of Tuſtin Martyr, whoſe Words I ſhall conſi- 
der by and by; but alſo by this Paſſage in Tertuli- 
an's Apol. c. 39. Modicam unuſquiſque ſtipem men- 
ſcruũ die, vel cum welit, &c. Every one offers ſome mo- 
derate Gift, either on the firſt Sunday in the Month 
[ menſtrua die] or when he will, and as he will, and a | 
he can; for no body is compelled, but all give voluma- 
rily. Theſe are the Pledges of their Picty ; which are not 
laid out in Dainties and Revellings, and Glutiony, but in 
Maintaining and Burying the Poor, and on young Chil- 
dren that are deſtitute of Parents and Eſtate, On ancient 
Servants, and ſhipwreck'd People, or on thoſe who are cap 
into Priſon, or condemned to the Mines for Conſcience and 
Religion's ſake. From which Paſſages together, the 
aforeſaid Biſhop leads us to obſerve two Sorts of 
Gifts or Oblations : One for the Relief of the Poor, 
which was laid up in the Church's Treaſury or 
Cheſt ; and another for the Pious Uſes of the 
Church. Accordingly we find the Biſhop directed 
in the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions. L. 2. c. 24 L. 
him employ the Temhs and Firſt-5ruits which are — * 
| according 


Cz 


di to the Command of God ar becomes a Man of 
- "Fat i voluntarily offered for the ſake of the Poor, 


n bim beſtow on Orphans and Widows, the afflicted and 


wedy Strangers, as one who has Ged to call bim to account, 


y whom this Charge i committed to bim. Again; Ye 
Biſhops preſerwe God's fawour to you, by diſtributing to 
the Needy, and your ſelves uſing, but not abuſing the Gifts 


of Gd; feeding on them, but not dewvonring them alone, 
rather communicating of them to thoſe that be in want. 
Again, concerning the Firſt. fruits and Tinths, Ienjum that 
all Finſt-fruits be brought to the Biſhop, and Presbyters and 
Deacons for their Suſtinence; And that all Tembs be of- 


fired to Maintain the reſt of the Clergy, the Virgins, and 


be Widows, and the Poor; the Firſt-fruits belong to the 
brit and Deaccns that ſerve them. This was the 
Uſage and Manner of che Primitive Church as to 


their tex Y cep, their Gifts and Offerings. 


. Wfrcm which we may make theſe following Obſer- 
- Wiztions. 1. That all their Contributions to Cha- 
- Wiiable and Pious Uſes were called Offerings, and 
booked on as Oblations to God: They are ſo called 
y St. Paul, Act. 24. 17. I came to bring Alms to my 


„ N-tion and Offerings, 2. That tho' all theſe Obla- 


ions were not brought to be offered up at the Al- 
ar, yet more were ſo offered beſides the Sacramen- 


N 

- al Elements. It was not peculiar to the Bread and 
: Vine alone to be ſo offered up, but other things 
filo that were deſigned for the Sacred Uſes of the 
Church; as Oil and Frankincenſe for Incenſe, and alſo 
je Mie Fir/f-fruits of their Corn and Vineyards, All theſe 
of rere offered to God at the Altar as well as the 


head and Wine, as appears by the 3d Apoſtolical 
(anon. 3. Thar the Sacramental Bread and Wine, 
cho they were thus a part of the Chriſtian's Of- 
krings, yet they were not thus a Sacrifice to Gad. 
br. Hickes ſeems to have been aware of this Ob- 
{ction, (P. 161.) and has no way to avoid it but to 

| make 
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(32) 
make an Oblation and a Sacrifice all one. But les 
him ſay what he will, there is ſuch a certain and 
undeniable Difference between an Oblation and 2 
Sacrifice; that every thing which we offer unto 
God for the Sacred Uſes of his Church, even altho! 
actually offered at the Altar, is not a Sacrifice. This 
Diſtinction muſt be kept, or elſe we ſhall contra. 
dict the Senſe both of the Ancients and the Moderns, 
If we do not allow it, inſtead of diſputing about 
the Proper Material Sacrifice of the Bread and 
Wine, we muſt allow many more Material Sacri- 
fices beſides the Bread and Wine: For if ever 
Oblation be a Sacrifice, then the 070, that in the I 
Primitive Church was offered for the Lamps and 


the Incenſe, and the Firſt-fruits ; and even the Money| A 
which wich us the Church. Wardens gather for the I ;, 
Poor, muſt, by being offered at the Altar, become , 
a Real, Proper, Material Sacrifice unto God. But this is be 
à Notion that I do not yet find either the Ancients YI fe: 
or the Moderns have conſented in. If then the „ 
Sacramental Bread and Wine, by their being firſt A. 
brought to the Altar, are a part of the Church WM fe. 
Oblations only, they cannot thereby alone be madeWM he 
a Sacrifice, It muſt be ſome Subſequent Act, ſomeM x7; 
New Oblation of them afterwards in the Conſe-W iy; 
cration,that makes them a Material Sacrifice, if they ,F | 
be ſo ar all; till then, they are not a Sacrifice. Anal ic 
if this be ſo, I cannot ſee what mighty Need thera ,j, ; 


is of ſo warm Contentions to make the Bread and . 

Wine an Oblation to God before Conſecration. It ring 
| ſeems to me to betray ſome Jealouſy, as to what i proc 
to follow upon it; and looks as tho'they diſtruſted de in 
the Conſecration alone as inſufficient to make thę u 
Sacrifice: If not, why all this Zeal and Warmeh boy 
to no purpoſe? And it is, I think, to no purpol 
to contend ſo earneſtly for making the Bread an 


Wine an Oblation antecedently to their Cn 


e 
tion, if this alone were ſufficient to make them a 
proper Sacrifice. But, * | 
4. Tho' the Sacramental Bread and Wine were, 
by the early Uſage and Practice of the Church, 
taken out of the General Offerings at the Altar, 
et it does not appear that that Practice was found- 


ed on any Divine Inſtitution or Appointment of 


Jeſus Chriſt. And this is an Obſervation that 
ought to be very well conſidered, in that it muſt be 
2 Divine Law or Inſtitution of God, and not the 
Churches Practice only that can make a Proper Sa- 
crifce. This the very Learned Dr. Grabe, who zea- 
louſly favoured the Opinion that I am wricing 
againſt, was ſo ſenſible of, that he labours hard to 
prove this Uſage to have been by Divine Inſtituti- 


on. . His Character for Learning and Knowledge 


was deſervedly very great, and his Name is not to 
be mentioned without Reſpect. But I have not yet 
learned to come into the Sentiments of any Man 
when the Evidences are moſt clear againſt him. 
And chat they are ſo in this Caſe, will I think ſuf- 
ficiently appear from what he ſays upon it. After 
he has declared 5x Opinion as to the Churches 
Ulage in making an Offering of the Bread and 
Wine, both before Conſecration as the Firſt-Fruits 
of his Creatures, and then after it as Chriſt's My- 
ſtical Body; he affirms this to hade been the Practice of 
ive Univerſal Church; which had been taught ſo to do by 
ive Apoſtles, and the Apoſtles by Chriit. And then ha- 
ring referr'd us to Fujtin Martyr, Irencus, &c. for 
Proofs, whoſe Teſtimonies we are to conſider anon, 
he more particularly inſiſts on the Words of Clemens 
Romans and Ignatius, which I have mentioned 
ibove : We ought to do all things in order as the Lord has 
ommanded us, and particularly to perform our Offerings 
nd Miniſtry at the appointed Seaſons, &c. Where it 
plain that he would have thoſe Words, of making 
| D | our 
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434 
our Oblations orderly as the Lord has commandel us, to 
be taken ſtrictly and literally, as though Chriſt 
had inſtituted and ordained that Practice to be ob- 
ſerved. If indeed we take the Words {trialy, then 
they would prove that Chriſt had commanded ſuch 
Oblations to be made. Bur againſt ſuch a ſtrict li- 

teral Conſtruction, I have this Objection; that if 
wie take the Words ſo, they will prove more than 
what Dr. Grabe intended, and more than what the 


Church ever yet allowed. For Clement does not 


only ſay, that our Lord commanded Offerings to be mae, 
but alſo, that he commanded them to be made at 
certain appointed Seaſons, at fixed Times and Hours, 


Now would Dr. Grabe, if yet Alive, contend, thay 


Chriſt has by Divine Inſtitution or Command 
fixed the Zimes and Hours when the Sacrament is to 


be Adminiſtred ? I know he would not. And yet 


this is the main Thing that Clement pleads for againſt 
thoſe Seditious Corinthians who did not obſerve the 
accuſtomed Hours of the Church. How then are 
we to underſtand him, when he ſays, that our Lird 


has commanded theſe things to be done at ſtated Hour | 
and Times? Why, we are taught by St. Paul that 
all Things ſhould be done decently and in order ; and to | 
this end the Church had its ſtated Times of Divine | 
Worſhip ; and as every Thing that is commanded | 
in the New Teſtament is aſcribed to our Lord 


' whoſe Goſpel it is; Chriſt is, in this larger Senſe, 
ſaid to have commanded that the Set Hours ſhould 
be obſerved : in that otherwiſe his Law of De- 


cency and Order could not be kept. 


If Chriſt thus only commanded the Times to be | 
obſerved, we may eaſily perceive how he com- 
manded the Oblation alſo. We are commanded in 
Scripture to be charitable, and to look on our good 
Works of that kind as Sacrifices acceptable to 0d. 

And what the New Teſtament enjoins 15 ave 


looked 
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looked on 4s Chriſt's Law; and thus the Making 
our Offerings to God may be ſaid to be, although 
the making them at the time of the Holy Sacra- 

ment be in no Senſe Chriſt's Law, nor any Part of 
his Inſtiturion, but only a Laudable and Com- 


mendable Uſage of the Church. I would deſire 


choſe. Gentlemen to think well of this, who pre- 
tend that we give up the Cauſe of the Propi- 


tiatory Oblation and Proper Sacrifice of the Eu- 


chariſt, when we allow in Fact that the Bread and 
Wine were part of the Oblations that had been of- 
fered unto God. I think it muſt firſt be proved, 
that that Practice was ordained and appointed by 
Telus Chriſt, without whoſe Iuſtitution there can be 


no Proper Sacrifice. And I hope they will at the 


fame time remember, that Biſhop Beweridge is ſo 
far from founding that Practice of their Oblations 


on the Command of Chriſt, as a Branch of the 


Sacrament, that he rather refers it to ſome ſuch In- 
junction or Conſtitution as that of St. Paul, x Cor. 
16. 2. Of laying by in Store, on the firſ® day of the 
Heel ſomething for the Relief of the Diſtreſſed. And if 
ſuch as this was the beginning of that commenda- 


ble Practice, it can make nothing for the Proper Sa- 


crifice of the Euchariſt Oblations by virtue of theſe. 

5. The laſt Obſervation J have to make is, that 
when Clement expreſſes the Office of the Chri- 
ſtian Minifter , by offering of Gifts or Oblations; 
it is neither neceſſary nor certain that he had any 


peculiar reſpe& to the Sacramental Elements, in 


that there were other Gifts and Oblations to be of- 
tered beſides. It is true that theſe might alſo be 
included ; but what I chiefly intend under this Re- 
mark is, that thoſe Inſtances which Dr. Hickes has 
produced from the Ancients, of exprefling their Mi- 
niftrations by the Words apoviger, > ff imus, and 


the like, when put without any Subſtantive joyned | 
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with them, can be of little or no Weight to prove 
the Proper Sacrifice of the Euchariſt, even al. 
though they refer to the Celebration of tlie Sacra. 
ment: And that, Becauſe as it is very uſual to ex- 
preſs any Thing by its Adjuncts, as the Rhetorician; 
call them; and Ignatius. in the Paſlages that I am 
now accounting for, does undeniably expreſs that 
Holy Sacrament, by making the Lowe-Feaſt, which 


was only Concomitant with it, and no Eſſentia! 


Part of it; ſo the Antients may by the ſame Rea. 
ſon and Manner of Speech, ſpeak of the Euchariſt 
by the Expreſſion of offering or making Oblatiom, 
which was then conſtantly done at the ſame time, 
without ever intending the Offering of the Bread 
and Wine, by Divine Inſtitution an eſſential Part 
of that Service. And conſequently, before either 
Clemens Romanus or Ignatius can by theſe Paſſages be 


brought as Witneſſes of the Proper Sacrifices of the 


Euchariſt, it muſt be firmly proved by ſome better 
Arguments than have yet been produced, that the 
D & Teopent, here mentioned, do refer to the S2. 


cramental Elements rather than to the other Offer- 


ings; and that the pretended Oblation of thoſe 
Elements is by Divine Inſtitution a neceſſary Part 
of that Holy Ordinance. Till theſe Things are 
proved by Good and Solid Arguments, to call the 
Chriſtian Prieſts or Miniſters Offerers of Gifts and 
Oblations, ſignifies nothing, in that it may refer ei- 


ther to offering of Prayer, or any other Oblations that 
were then in uſe. How far theſe Elements were 
offered unto God in the Conſecration of them will 


be conſidered hereafter. e 


The next Paſſage of the Antients to be menti- 
oned in order, is that of Ignatius ad Smyrn. S. 7. 
where ſpeaking of thoſe Hereticks, who did not 
own Chriſt to have a Real Body of Fleſh and | 
Blood, but only an imaginary Repreſentation of 

Re. one, 
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one, be ſays of them, that they abſtain from the Eu- 


chariſt, and por e the Publick Prayers, becauſe they 


confeſs not the Euchariſt to be the Fleſh of our Saviour 
Jeſa Chriſt. Now though we ſuppoſe here, that 
od, does not ſignifie Prayers at large, but that 


particular Office, in which was the Conſecration of 


the Sacrament, and alſo that Theodorer renders it by 


poco / Offering; all this together amounts to no 
more, than that the Antients ſpake of the Eucha- 
riſt by the Word Offerings : which they might as 
well do with regard to the Oblations that attended it, 


as the ſame Father in the very next Section calls it 


the Love-Feaſt on the very ſame Account. This 
therefore makes nothing as to the Proper Oblation 
of the Elements. „ 


There are Four Paſſages more out of Four Epi- 


ſtles of the ſame Apoſtolical Father inſiſted on, 
though all to as little Purpoſe. The Firſt is out of. 
kis Epiſtle to the Epheſians, F. 5. Mydieis . Let 
no Man deceive himſelf ; if a Man be not within the Al- 
tar he is deprived 6 the Bread of God. From whence 
ſays Dr. Hickes, (Chriſtian Preiſthood, P. 77.) It 


is plain, that by the Altar he meant the Lord's Table, upon 


which the Bread was offered, I doubt, this is not 
near ſo plain as he may imagine. The firſt Plain 
and Obvious Thing in theſe Words is that they are 
Figurative Expreſſions; that to be within the Altar 


molt plainly ſignifies to be within the Communion 


of the Church. And' then to be deprived of the 
Bread of God, by being out of the Communion, 


muſt mean being deprived of the Benefits of 
Chriſt's Body crucified and repreſented by that 


Bread. And this is moſt plainly the Meaning of 
tnat Father, that out of the Communion of Chriſt's 
Church, there is, ordinarily ſpeaking, no Partici- 
pation of the Benefits of his Death. And how 
little is this to Dr. Hicks's Purpoſe ? 
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The next Paſſage is out of his Epiftle to the 
Magneſians, S, 7, and runs thus: Come ye all together 
as unto one Temple of God, as to ane Altar, 1; unt ous 
Feſus Chriſt, who proceeded from the Father. Dr. Hicks; 
Deſcant is, Here, as Nabe, Temple, à taken Literally 
ſo dunagieuy , Altar, w to be underſtood. This does by 
no means follow ; we have ſeen a like Paſſage 
above, where Tertullian ſpeaks of « Gift inthe Tem- 
ple, but is ſo far from intending a Material Gift, be- 
cauſe he ſpeaks of a Material Temple, that he ex- | 
preſly declares he ſpeaks of Prayer ; And why then | 
may not Ignatius intend ſo too by the Altar? The | 
two next Places are to the Trailians, g. 7. Continue 
inſeparable from Feſus Chrift our God, and from your 
Biſhop, and from the Commands of the Apoſtles : Fur h WF | 
that is within the Altar is pure, but he who is withint 1 
it, that is, be who does any thing without the 'Biſho), A 
and Presbyters and Deacons, is tot pure in his Conſcience, 7 
And again, to the Philadelphians, S. x. Wherefore x 
Jet it be your Endeawvonr to partake all of the ſame Eucba- i 
rift, For there is but owe Fleſh of our Lord Feſus Cbriß, K 
and one Cup for the Unity of his Blood; one Altar, as 1 
there is alſo one Biſhop ; together 23th his Presbytery and th 
the Deacons my Fellow-Serugats, But as in all this Ne 
there is nothing but the Word Altar uſed again for WF ,, 
the Communion of the Church, without any Ap- 
arance of a Literal Meaning, it wants no far» WJ jy 
ther Anſwer. Oar . 
There is, I think then, hicherto no Proof of the I ,,, 
Material Sacrifice of the Sacramental Elements} 
Nothing but wreſting ſome Expreſſions that are 
undeniably Figurative and ſpoken by Allufion 
TTP! ĩ d cf A 
The next Father to be conſidered in Order, i 
Fuſtin Martyr; who in his Second Apology gii6 


this Account of that Holy Supper. 


Afr 
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After the Common Prayer and the Kiſs of Salutation, 
Bread and Wine mixed with Water are brought unto the 
chief Miniſter ; who taking them, offers up Praiſe and 
Glory to God the Father of all things, in the Name of Fe- 
ſus Chriſt, and of the Holy Ghoſt ; and gives Thanks for 
z god while, that God has thought fit to make us Parta- 
bers of theſe things. Which ended, all the People with 
joyful Acclamation ſay Amen. Cp. 97. Ed. Par.) What 
che manner of their Thankſgiving was, he tells us 
in another Place, That we may give Thanks to God, 
that he bath created the World with all things therein for 
the Uſe of Man, and that he has delivered ur from all 
the Evil in which we before were ; and hath utterly de- 
froyed the Principalities and Powers of the wicked 
one, by him who was made to ſuffer, according to the 
Determinate Counſel and Hill of God. (Dial. cum 


Trypho. p. 260.) But to return: After this Unani- 


mous Acclamation .to the Biſhop, or chief Miniſter's 


Thankſgiving, thoſe whom we call the Deacons diſtribute 


to all preſent a Part of this Bleſſed Bread and Wine with 
Water, and carry it to them that are abſent. And this 
Food is with ws call'd the Euchariſt, (Apol. 2. p. 98.) 
which none are to partake of, but thoſe only au believe 
the Doctrines to be true that are taught among us, who 
are waſhed in the Laver of Regeneration for the Forgive- 
meſs of Sins, and that live as Christ hath commanded us 
zo live, For we receive not this as common Bread and 
Hine: But as Feſus Chriſt our Saviour being Incarnate 


by the Word of God, took on him both Fleſh and Blood for 


our Salvation; So we are taught, that the Food bleſſed 


by the Prayer of the Word which came from him, and 
with which our Fleſh and Blood are by a Change of them 
nourijned, i the Fleſh and Blood of that Incarnate Feſus. 
For the Apoſtles in the Hiſtories written by them, which 


we call the Goſpels, relate that Feſus thus commanded 


them ; taking Bread, and giving Thanks, and ſaying, 
Do this in Remembrance of me, this is my Body, And 
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alſo having taken the Cup and given Thanks, he ſaid, 
This is my Blood. Which the evil Demons have in Ini. 
tation taught to be done in the Myſteries of Mithra-: 
Where, in the Sacred Rites of Initiation, Bread and 4 
Cup with Water are uſed with a ſet Form of Words, as 
you either do or may know. Ie always, after this done, put 
one another in mind of thoſe things: And they who abound 
help all that need, and we always conderſe together. And 
in all our Offcrings we praiſe the Maker of all things by 
his Son Feſus Chriſt and the Holy Ghoſt. —— Again, to 
the ſame purpoſe ; Prayers being ended, . as I (aid 
above, Bread and Wine are brought, the chief Miniſter 
or Biſhop ſends up both Prayers and Thank(givings with all 
his Might, and the People cheerfully join with him, ſay- 
ing Amen. And then a Diſtribution is made of what 
bas thus been bleſſed to all preſent, and ſome is ſent to the 
abſent by the Deacons. They that are 2wealthy and willing, 
give every one as he ſees fit; and this being put together, 
zs depoſited with the Biſhop, who from thence ſupplies the 
Orphans and Widows, and the Sick, and them that are 
in want by any other means ; and Priſoners, and Sojour- 
ners, and Strangers, and all that are in DiFtreſs. This 
15, I think, the moſt particular Account of the 
Manner of adminiſtring the Holy Sacrament that 
we meet with in all the Fathers. In which Juſtin 
{peaks (p. 118.) of the great Devotion of the Chri- 
ſtians, in their Prayers and Praiſes, and Offerings, 
for Pious and Charitable Uſes; of which Offer- 
ings the Sacramental Bread and Wine were a Part: 
But he ſays nothing at all of ſacrificing thoſe Ele- 
ments in the Conſecration or Uſe of them : And 


yet Dr. Hickes finds here a Two-fold Oblation of We ; 


them, where an Indifferent Reader would have 
found none. It is ſaid indeed, ae ayorpigtmrar, Bread 
x brought, .] p57, to the Preſident or Biſhop, 
and he took it, and Conſecrated it ith /argePrayers 
and Toankſgivings to God through Jeſus Chriſt 42 

Fn i 
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in Mercics and Bleſſings. But here is not one Word ith 
of any new Oblation and Sacrifice in that Conſe- 

on.. OY 
f it be ſaid, that it muſt be underſtood and in- 
duded, in making the Bread and Wine the Symbols of | l 
Chriſt's Body and Blood, to repreſent the Oblation that he {l | 
made of both upon the Croſs ; this, as I obſery'd be- 
fore, is in effect to ſay , that Chriſt cannot Inſti- 
ate a Sacrament without a Sacrifice: For if he 1 | 
can, there is then no Neceſſity of underſtanding 1 
in Oblation of the Elements, where there is no i 
Mention made of it. It is expreſsly ſaid, that he | 


* 


offered up Prayers and Thankſgivings; but I hope 
hat might be without Offering up Bread and | 
Wine, even altho' it was in the Conſecration of | 
hem. But, ſays Dr. H. (p. Too.) I was ſo underſtood | 1 
ly thoſe who Officiated in the wicked Myſteries of Mi- | 
ra, and who introduc'd this Oblation of Bread and a 1 | 
(up, in Imitation of the Chriſtians, as Juſtin tells us. 11 
We are come to a fine Paſs, when the Doctrines of vl 
the Chriſtian Sacraments, muſt be learnt from the 111 
dentiments that the Heathens had of them. Tis =. 


me ſure to proceed, and look out for better —_— | 
authorities. 5 | 11.8 
The Two next Places that JI ſhall mention out {1.0 | 
/in, are ſomewhat more plauſible. They "| 
re in his Diſcourſe with Trypho the Few (P. 259, 4 [| 
.); where he mentions the Oblation of Fine 1: 
oer (under the Law) for Lepers cleanſed, as a Type | 1 
- Witt Euchariftical Bread; which, ſays he, our Lord mn. 
ais Chriſt commanded as, S,, to make, or Of- _ 


in Remembrance of the ' Paſſion which he ſuffer d. II 
ind in another Place (P. 296, 297.) alluding to = | 
. X11. 16. he ſays, The Prophet treats of the Bread 1 
lich our Lord Chriſt taught us, cen, to make, or 
iter in Commemoration of his being Body for thoſe 
Believe in him; for whoſe Sa kes le was made ca- 
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pable of Suffering; and of the Cup, which he taught us 
See, to make, or Offer in Remembrance of hu 
Blood. There are ſome Expreſſions in other F4. | 
thers ſo agreeable to theſe , that J hope it will be 
no Fault to mention them now, altho' it be out 
of the Order that I propoſed to obſerve ; in that 
the fame Anſwer will be ſufficient for them al. 
St. Cyprian, in his 634. Ep. expreſles himſelf thus; 
In Calice offerendo, In Offering the Cup. Ut Calix qui 
in Commemoratione ej us offertur, mixtus vino offeratur, 
And again afterwards ; Apparet Sanguinem Chrifi 
non offerri, ſi defit uinum calici ; nec Sacrificiun Dy. | 
mini cum legitima Sandificatione celebrari , niſi Oblati | 
. Sacrificium noſtrum reſponderit Paſſioni. That the . 
Cup which is Offered in bis Remembrance , or Com- . 
memoration, may be Offer'd mixed with Wine, 11 M** 
is plain, we do not Offer the Blood of Chriſt, if that 10 
be no Mine init; nor is our Lord's Sacrifice celebrated 7 
with a Lawful Danttification, unleſs our Oblation and f 5 
Sacrifice auſwers fÞ his Paſſion ; Wich ſeveral other 6 
ſuch like Expreſſions in the ſame Epiſtle. Oi, 
like Nature is that out of the Prayer of Conſe: 
cration, (Couſt. Apoſt. L. VIII. c. 12.) fo often ap- 
peal'd to, and indeed the beſt Authority in all this 
Cauſe. MHV t vii, KC. Me therefore Remen- 
bring his Paſſion and Death, and his Reſurrection fron 
be Dead, his Return into Heaven, and the Second 4 
pearance, in which be will come with Power and Glen 
io Fudge both Quick and Dead, and to Render to evi! 
one according to bis Works ; We Offer to thee our Kin 
and God, according to his Command, this Bread and thi 
Cup ; giving Thanks to thee by him, that thou haſt thou 
us worthy to ſtand before thee, and to miniſter unto rel 
And we beſeech thee, that thou would(F be pleaſed ta io 
favourably on theſe Gifts now laying before thee ; ſoo 
2who art God, that wanteſt nat bing 3 1 ar thou . / 
Pleaſed in them, to the Honour of thy Chriſt ; 4" A 
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„ volle ſend thy Holy Spirit upon this Saonificey 
4 1 . the Sufferings of our Lord Feſus; that it 
% make (amen) this Bread the Body of thy Chriſt, 
% bis Cup tbe Blood of thy Chriſt, that wwe bein 
t WY p1rtokers of it, may be Fftengrhew'd unto Godlineſa, and 
a... Remiſſin of our Sins, &c. There are alſo 
l. bme other ſuch like Expreſſions, cited from o- 
baer Ancient Liturgies. And in truth, in ſuch 
Citations as theſe, lavs the main Strength of this 
. Cause, as to the Senſe and Judgment of the An- 
„dients. To all which I anſwer; :; 
1. That if theſe Expreſſions, Offer, Sacrifice, and 
1 Wie like, were to be taken Iterally and properly, they 
would undeniably, determine againſt us, as to the 
: senſe and Uſage of the Church in thoſe Ages; 
and would leave us no other Defence than this; 
How far we ſhould then think our ſelves obliged 
o follow either their Sentiments or Uſages, when 
they have nothing in the Holy Scripture. to ſup- 
port them. And there are ſome Notions and Pra- 
tices of this kind to be mention'd, in which all 
broteſtants do grant, that the Ancients are not to 
de imitated. But I need not have Recourſe to 
his: For, rt nia 3 F . 
2. | am fully perſuaded, that Dr. Hickes cannot 
mule out any One ſingle Inſtance, of all his Nu- 
nerous *Juotations from the Ancients, that is to be 
aken according to the ſtrict Literal Meaning of the 
. Words ; but that when they ſo ſpeak, they in- 
ended to be underſtood figuratively only. We 
ave ſeen already, that the Apoſtles and Fathers 
id with a great deal of Freedom uſe the Sacrifi- 
l Language and Expreſſions, when they ſpake 
mly of the Spiritual Sacrifice of Chriſtians ; and 
bund it very ſerviceable to them ſo to do. It not 
mly obviated the Objection of Enemies, who 
% chemAtheiſts, and ſaid they had no Religions 


(44) 
| becauſe they had nb Sacrifices ; but it was alſo in. MY" 

ſtructive to their Converts, as it taught them to M* 
Believe and Expect that Communion and Favour b 
with God in their Chriſtian Duties, which they 1 
had before look d for in their old Sacrifices and 
Feaſts. Hence it was, as has been ſhewn, that they M” 
call'd Prayers Sacrifices, ind Alms Oblations: and to fr 
Perform the Chriſtian Service, is expreſs'd by Of. 
fering of Gifts, and Conſecrating the Lowe-Feaſts ; and Br 
to Receive the Chriſtian Communion, is to Fat of 


the Altar, to Partake of the Altar, and to be within | 1 
the Altar. Thus alſo:the Sacrament of the Lord's- 00; 
Supper is called the Oblation, the Sarrifice : and the 8 
Sacramental Elements are ſometimes call'd the 0f- A 


ferings, and the Gifts. Te Perform this Service, 
is to Offer; and to Conſecrate the Bread and Wine, 
is expreſs'd by Offering them: And the Sacramen- 
tal Elements fo conſecrated, are ſaid to be made 
the Body and Blood of Chriſt; and the Holy Ghoſt is 
call'd down upon them by Prayer, not to make 
any Real Change in their Subſtance , but only to 
exhibit by them the Effects of Chriſt's Paſſion up- 
on Men's Souls, in Strengthening them to Godlt- 
.neſs : And in all this, their Words are no more to 
be taken literally, than St. Paul's is, when he WM 
ſpeaks of the Circumciſion of the Heart, and of the] 


VV . 
There needs then, I think; no other Anſwer to 
be given to any Arguments drawn from ſuch Ex- 
preſſions, than to deſire thoſe who appeal to them, 
to obſerve and conſider ſeriouſly, how they hay 
been uſed by the Ancients. ' I have ſhew'd above 
that the Verb Te&opigw, which in the Fewiſh Service 
ſignifies to Offer Oblations or Sacrifices, in the Chr1 
ſtian ſignifies to Pray for; and is applied both 19: 
Perſons and Things. If it fignifies to Pray, then 


why not alſo to Conſecrate? The n and 
3 carnd 
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learned Dr. Potter, whoſe Sentiments have been 
appeal'd to in this Controverſy , ſays, ( Church- 
Government, p. 273.) In the Fathers of the next Age 
after Irencus ) to Conſecrate the Lord s-Supper, is ſo 
nftantly call d or in Greek, and offerre in La- 
in, 5 Offer; that it is needleſs to cite any Teſtimonies 


nn ther. And thus Tg ogg pw ow my dploy 9%= 


„„ will be render'd, we Conſecrate unto thee this 
" Whrcad. 2 . 

J ; The Verb Offero ſignifies to Pray: Oblationes pro 
j Defuntts , are Prayers for the Dead. So are alſo 
Oblationes & Sacrificia ad Commemorationes eorum, 
Cyprian, Ep. 12. Non offertur pro eo, is, No Pray- 
ir is to be made for him, Ep. 1. Tis apply 'd to the 
rery Name of the Perſons thus commemorated, 
or pray'd for: Offertur nomen eorum, Ep. 16. That 
t ignifies alſo to Conſecrate the Bread and Wine, is 
plain, by the ſame Author's uſing the Verbs Of- 
ro and Sanctifico promiſcuouſly , to denote the 
ame Thing in the ſame Epiſtle, and in the ſame 
Page, In one Line it's expreſs'd, in Calice Sancti- 
cando ; and in another of the ſame Page, in 
alice Oferendo, Ep. 63. Which plainly ſhews, that 


ing or Conſecrating ir. In the ſame Epiſtle he 
pplies it to the Blood of Chriſt, and calls it the 
ds Sacrifice, when it is celebrated legitima San- 
itcatione, by a Regular Conſecration. AU which Ex- 
eſſons are no more to be taken ſtrictly and li- 


. ally, than when it is ſaid, that the Bread and 
— ne are the Body and Blood of Chriſt, There is, 
oh far as I can yet diſcern, as much Reaſon to 


ke one in a literal Senſe, as the other; and 
nlequently, no better Proof of this, as far as 


hr No A | . ; Þ 

wic Juchority of the Fathers goes, than there is 
ben Tranſubſtanciation, Both depend on the Ex- 
and preſſions 


e intends no more by Offering, than the Sancti- 
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preſſions being taken in a Liceral, or 1 Figurny. 


3. That which confirms me in taking all thi 
Language of the Fathers figuratively only, i 

That when it was objected againſt the Chriſtian: 
that they had no Sacrifices; inſtead of inſiſting on 
this pretended Material Sacrifice of Bread and Mint, ſo) 
much talk'd on now, they rather declined ſuch an 
Anſwer, and referr'd themſelves wholly to the & 
Sacrifice of Prayer and Thankſgivings, and Alms 
and other good Works, (Vid. Fuſt. Mart. Dial. am 
Trypb. p. 226.) (Atbenag. Apol. p. 13.) While 
they ſpake to Believers who underſtood their Land 
guage, and by their Knowledge of the Doctrine 


Analogy and Alluſion were to be taken, they uſe 
ſuch Expreflions freely. But when they came tc 
anſwer an Objection and Charge brought again 
them, it was time then to lay by their Tropes ant 


Figures, and to ſpeak the Truth in plain Languagd "i 
Let me then recommend it to the ſerious Though , 
of the zealous Defenders of this pretended Prop be 
tiatory Sacrifice, whether it would not have be ol 
moſt to che Purpoſe of any thing that could be ne 
plied to that Charge, if the Fathers could hf 
thought themſelves at Liberty with a good Conld Mo 
ence to have ſaid as ſome now do: That Criſis 15 © 
have a Real, Proper, Material , Propitiatory Sacrifice mnly 
Bread and Wine that deſerves as much to be called a Sac |... 
fice as any of the Typical ones offered among the Jeu , 
(Biſhop Ox. Ch. Con. p. 13, 14.) And yet inſtead thin 
pleading this, they anſwered thus, We are en Chu 
longer cleanſed by the Blood of Goats, or Sheep, 0 01 whic 
Aſhes of a Calf, & cj]nαο axzroufts, or with O hoſe 


tions of fine Flower, but by Faith in Feſus Ch knew 
C Juft. cum Tryph. p. 229.) The Jews were il 
cleanſed by any intrinſic Merit in thele , mY , 
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uſed them as typical Oblations, as ſome would now 
do Bread and Wine for Repreſentative Sacrifices 
t take away Sins. But the Primitive Chriſtians 
pretended to none ſuch. Again, when Trypho tlie 
Few was preſſed by Fuſtin wich Malachi's Prophecy, 
which foretold the Abolition of Sacrifices, and the 
Appointment of new and ſpirirual ones in their 
ſtead: Trypho. would have that to be ſpoken only 
of God's not accepting the Sacrifices that were offered in 
Jeruſalem during the Captivity , and of bis being more 
nlaſed with the Prayers of thoſe Captives, who were di- 
{perſed among the Gentiles ; and therefore called them Sa- 
crifices, (p. 344, 345, 346.) To whom Fu#tin re- 
plied, On wy Y Y ivxal Y ue, &c. I alſo ſay 
that Prayers and Thankſgivings offered of thoſe that are 
irthy , are the only Perfect and Pleaſtng Dacrifices to 
God. And Chaifftans are taught to offer only cheſe, e- 
ven in the Remembzance of their Food both dry and wet, 
W in which a Memozial is made of the Paſſion, which by 
le Appointment of God the Father, God the Son ſuf- 
fered, whoſe Name the Chief Prieſts and Rulers cauſed to 
be prophaned and blaſphemed thro the World. Here is as 
plain and evident an Alluſion to the Holy Sacra- 
ment, as in any of the Authorities produced from 
al the Fathers by Dr. Hickes ; and the Prophecy of 
Malachi, and his pure Sacrifice applied to it. And 
5 Juctin affirms, Prayers and Thanłſgiwings to be the 
my Perfect and Pleaſing Sacrifices to God; ſo when he 
leclares , that Chziſtians are taught to offer theſe only 
wen in that Memorial of Chri its Paſſion ; it is me- 
thinks undeniable that the Fathers of the Primitive 
Church know nothing of any Material Sacrifice, and 
which is as properly to be called a Sacrifice , as any of 
loſe ther ere offered among the Jews. They who 
inew and practis'd ſuch a Material Sacrifice of 
bread and Wine, could no more affirm Prayers and 
ant givings to be the only Sacrifices of Chriſtians, _ 
| they 


„„ 
they could ſay that the Fews knew Prayer; ay 
Thankſgivings to be the only Perfect and Pleaſng $4. 
f ce to God, which all the World knows js falſe 
And I am very ſure that ſome of thoſe who in ow; 
days .contend for the Proper Sacrifice of Bread and 
Wine, ſpeak of Prayer in a quite different manner: 
And are ſo far from allowing it to be the only Sari. 
 fice of Chriſtians, and the only pleaſing Sacrifice to God, 
as. Fuſtin calls it; that one (Scandrer's Sacrif. p, rob, 
145, 149.) expreſly affirms it to be the leaſt Part of tl 
Prieſts Office, and of fo ſmall Moment, that with. 
out this Sacrament of Bread and Wine, Chriſt i; 
not allow'd to have appointed any Divine Worſhip in 
hs Church, nor Chriſtians to have any Means of Con- 
munion with him, I do from my Heart believe the 
Sentiments of the Ancients to have been as diffe- 
rent from that of theſe Men, as their Expreſſions 
are; and that when they declare, that even in ibe 
Memorial of Chriſt's Paſſion, Prayers and Praiſes are tle 
only Sacrifices of Chriſtians, and the only Perfect aul 
Pleaſing Sacrifices to God ; they were as far from 
thinking of any Proper Sacrifice of Bread and Wine, 
as theſe Men who contend for ſuch a Sacrifice are 
from allowing Prayer to be a ſufficient Means of 
Communion with God. F | 
Such Expreſſions and Declarations as theſe then, 
even when the Fathers ſpeak of the Sacrament, are 
enough to convince an Unprejudic'd Reader, that 
whatever Liberty they took in the Uſe of Sacrificil} 
Terms and Expreflions, they did it all only in the 
way of Analogy and Alluſion, but are not to bg 
taken Licerally, becauſe they owned no other Sa 
crifice than thoſe Spiritual Ones of Prayer ane 
Thankſgivings. Dr. Hickes, to obviate ſuch Au |. | 
thorities, ſays, (Cbriſt. Prieſth. p. 30.) that ſuch Ex, 
preflions ought not to be taken Excluſrvely, but on Drs 


Comparatively ; as when St. Paul ſays, I determine 
We | I a 
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yot to know any thing among you, ſave Feſus Chriſt and 
him Crucified : he meant not to exclude Chriſt's Reſurrection 
ind Aſcenſun. (Account of 3d Edit. p. xxix, xxx.) 
Bur if it is plain and undeniable, that it would 
have been the moſt appoſite Anſwer which the 
Fathers could poſſibly have made to the Objection 
brought againſt chem, if they could truly have faid 
that they alſo had as Proper Material Sacrifices as any 
of thole among the Fews ; and that the Pure Sa- 
crifice of M:lachi was ſuch : And yet when inſtead 


of ſuch a Plea, and waving ſuch a Pertinent An- 


ſwer, as they certainly never would have waved, 
if they could juſtly have inſiſted on it; they do ex- 


preſly declare, that Prayers and Praiſes are the only. 


Pleaſing Sacrifices to God, and the only Sacrifices that 
Chriſtians are taught to offer; and thus interpret the 
Propheſy of Malachy : It is moſt certain that ſuch Ex- 
preſſions muſt be taken Excluſively. And that we 


make the Ancients to argue very ſillily in their own 


Cauſe, ro mention and inſiſt on Spiritual Sacrifices 
only, when they might as well have athrmed that 
they had Proper and Material Ones. Athenagoras 


| anſwers the tame Objection, of no Sacrifices a- 


mong Chriſtians, the very ſame way. (Apol. p.13.) 
ud accounts this the Greateſt Sacrifice, that we acknow= 
ledre who it is that Huth ftrached out the Heavens, and 
wrought them together as into a Globe, that has faſtened 
te Earth as the Center, and gathered the Waters into the 
Sex ; that hath ſeparated the Light From the Darkmneſs,and 
al ned the Shy with Stars; who brought all kind of 
Fruit out of the Earth, WHO formed all living Creatures, 
and made Man, When ave think of thele Things, and 


lt: up Holy Hands unto Him, wha: other Dacrifices docs 


he want ? hat hae we to dy with Sacr: fice which 
nd wants not? We maſt offer the unbloody yacrifice, and 
Ping the Reaſonable Service, viz. The Worſhip and 
Praiſe mentioned above: He takes no Notice of 
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any other; which on this Occaſion he could not 
ealily have omitted, if he had known of any Pro- 
per Material Sacrifice among Chriſtians, 

But to return to other Authorities of the Anci. 
ents: The next in Courſe is Irenæus. He, Lib. IV. 


Cap. 20. ſays, that the Apoſtles as Prieſts had neither 


Lands nor Houſes of Inheritance , fed ſemper altari G 
Deo ferviunt, but alway attend at God's Altar. Fur. 
dentius a Popiſh Editor of Jrenœus, to defend the da- 
criftice of the Maſs, here remarks , That the Chri- 
ſtians from the Time of Christ and his Apoſtles dowmwarl, 
kept Altars in their Churches, This Remark is men. 
tioned by Dr. Grabe, p. 69. and produced by Dr. 
Hickes in Favour of his new Sacrifice. When he 
can prove that Altar; Serviunt is to be taken literally 
and not figuratively, the Remark may be allowed 
good. Till then it deſerves no farther Notice. 
The other Place of Trenzzs, and which is more 
tenaciouſly inſiſted on in this Cauſe, is that of Lib. 
IV. Cap. 32, 33, 34. where writing againſt the He- 
reticks who denied God the Creator of the World 
to be the Father of Jeſus Chriſt, he confutes them 
by ſhewing that the Chriſtian Service was all in- 
tended to the Honour of God the Father, the Crea- 
tor of all Things. And in the 324 cap. he ſhews 
che Conſiſtency of this, with the Chriſtians lea- 


ving off the Old Teſtament Sacrifices and Oblati- | 


ons : By ſhewing from ſeveral Texts of the Old 


4 F | 
Teſtament , that God the Creator had no want of 


nor Pleaſure or Delight in them, but preferredMer- 
cv and good Works, and Oblations of Piety and 
Charity before chem. And then to ſhew that Chri- 
ſtians {fill offer ſuch, he adds, And alſo counſelling bis 
Diſciples to offer unto God the Firſt-Fruits of bus Crea- 
tures, not as 10 one that wants them, but that they maj 
be neither Unprofitable nor Ungrateful, he took the Bread 


which is God's Creature, and giving Thanks ſaid, Thu is 
| Do my 
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) Budy ; and [ikewiſe the Cup, which with us is alſo 


rickoned to be his Creature, and confeſſed it to be his Blood, 


nd taught this to be the new Oblation of the New Teſta 
ment, which the Church receiving from the Apoſtles, 2 
fers through the whole World to God, who gives us for 
Holl the Firſi- Fruits of his Creatures under the New Te- 
ftament. And then he applies to it the Prophecy 
of Malachi, I. 10, IT. I have no Pleaſure in you, ſaith 


the Lord of Hoſts, neither will I accept an Offering at 


your Hand. For from the riſing of the Sun to the going 
down of the ſame, my Name ſhall be great among the 
Gentiles ; and in every Place Incenſe ſhall be offered unto 
my Name, and a pure Offering, From theſe Words 
Dr. Grabe,as he attempted before from the Words of. 


Clemens Rom. would inculcate the Proper Sacrifice 


of the Euchariſt to have been by Divine Appoint- 
ment, from Chriſt to his Apoſtles, and from them 


by Tradition to the Church. So would Dr. Hic kes, 


who mentions alſo St. Cyprian's Epiſtle to Cæciliu, 


Epiſt. 63. and ſays, That the Ancients believed that our 


Iurd made an Oblation of the Bread and Mine at his In- 
{titution of this Sacrament, and commanded his Diſciples 
to do, is paſt all doubt. And then he appeals to theſe 
Teſtimonies, It is much eaſier to take this for 
granted than to prove it. For, as we have ſeen a- 
bove, that if Clemens Romanus's Words were to bg 
ken. ſtritly , they would prove more than the 
Chriſtian World now believes to be true, and do 
more expreſly aſſert that Chriſt appointed the Sea- 


js and Hours when this Sacrament is to be admi- 
nitred, than they do the Sacrifice of the Bread and 


Wine : So I muſt ſay of Cyprian's, withour repeat- 
ing any more of them than what I have repeated 
above; That if he be allow'd to argue there juſtly 
and truly in the ſtricteſt Senſe of his Words, we 
muſt then upon ſuch Authorities own that Mater is 
% Eſſential to this Sacrament as Bread and Wine. 
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For that is the main Thing that he there inſiſts or 
b 


and the pretended Oblation is only mentioned oc- 
caſionally in the Way and Manner of his expreſ. 


ſing himſelf. Ur calix qui in commemoration ejus of: | 


fertur, mixtus Vino offeratur. That the Cup offered in 
Commemoration of him, be offered mixed with Mine; i. e. 
With Wine and Water together. So again, Domi. 
nus panem & calicem mixtum vino obtulit. He writes 
indeed againſt thoſe who uſed no Wine but Water 
only, but then to convince them of the Evil of this 
Practice, he ſays, Chriſt our Lord offered Bread and 
a Cup mixed with Wine. Now if Clemens is not tobe 
taken ſtrictly when he ſays, that Chriſt appointed 
the Times and Hours of celebrating this Suppet ; if 
Cyprian is not to be allowed in a ſtrict Senſe to al. 
firm Mine and Water to be appointed in Chriſt's O- 
riginal Inſtitution, or at leaſt not to argue juſtly 
and truly if he ſays fo : Why then muſt they be ſo 
taken in what they do not ſo directly and expreſſy 
affirm? Why muſt their looſer Expreflions be 
thought ſuch convincing Proofs of a Proper Sacri- 
fice? Or, why muſt Irenzas his Words neceſſarily 
have a ſtricter Conſtruction put upon them, than 
. thoſe of Clemens and Cyprian will admit? In ſhort, 
when he ſays that Chrift counſelling bis Diſciples to c. 
far the Firſt- Fruits of his Creatures to God , took Bread, 
Cc. I can ſee no more Reaſon why he ſhould be 
underſtood ſtrictly and literally, than Clemens mult 
be ſo when he ſays that Chrift ordained the Of- 
ings to be made ar the appointed Times and Seaſons, 
But, as was ſaid before, what the Goſpel in an) 
Part of it directs, is aſcribed to Chriſt whoſe Go- 
ſpel it is; and what by che Cuſtom of the Church 
was practiſed at and with this Sacrament, was in à 
larger and looſer Senſe ſpoken of as a Part of it 
Chriſt has enjoined our charitable Contributions, 
both by Example and Precept; and theſe are called 


— 
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Offerings and Sacrifices, &c. And theſe in Ireneus's 


time were given juſt before the Celebration of the 
cacrament. And this it was that cauſed him to ex- 
preſs himſelf in ſuch a manner, as though Chriſt 
in the Original Inſtitution had appointed ſuch Ob- 
lations to be then made and in that Manner. Which 


he no more did than he in the ſame Inſtitution ap- 


pointed Wine and Water to be mixed, as Cyprian in- 
timates; or than he by and in that Inſtitution ſettled 
the Times and Seaſons for celebrating that Sacrament, 


as the Words of Clemens would ſeem to import. Ha- 


ring then thus ſhewed how that Expreſſion of fre- 
nes is to be underſtood ; I would make ſome far- 
ther Obſervations on theſe three Chapters of that 
Father. As, : . | 


1. That his calling the Bread and Wine God's 
Creatures in ſo emphatical a Manner , was with a 
particular Regard to the Hereticks, who, as has 
been ſaid, denied God the Creator to be the Fa- 
ther of Chriſt, and to be worſhipped by Chriſti- 
ans. This is plain from thoſe Words, Cap. 34. 
Qumodo autem conſtabit, &c. How will it appear to 
en that the Bread in which he gives Thanks is the Bo- 
< of Chriſs, or the Cup his Blood; if they ſay he i not the 
dyn of the Creator of the World; 1. e. the Mord by which 
{ve Tree brings forth Fruit, This is what the Expreſ- 
lion ex [ud Creatura tends to. 


2. When he affirms this Holy Sacrament to be 


the ne Oblation of the New Teſtament , he grounds 


that Notion on the Prophecy of Malachi, and ap- 


plies that Prophecy to it. 7 

3. When he explains what is offered in this new 
Oblation, according to the Words of the Prophet ; 
oy the Incenſe there mentioned he underſtands Pray- 
„ This he expreſly declares, Cap. 3 3. Incenſa au- 


% Foanmes in Apocalypſi, orationes eſſe ait ſanctorum. 
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St. John in the Revelations ſays, that the Prayers of the 


Charitable Uſes, which we have already ſeen a- 


| Sacrament was adminiſtred : But were not by Di- 


france; but they who hade received Liberty devote all 
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Saints are the Incenſe. 

4. As to the Oblations which Irenzus here refer; 
to, it is as evident as the Light of the Sun at Noon 
that he means thoſe general Oblations of the Firg. 
Fruits of our Subſtance to be employ'd in Pious and 


bove, were made at the ſame time that the Holy 


vine Inſtitution any Part of ic. He applies to this 
theſe Words of our Saviour, of bringing our Gift io 
the Altar ; and he joins to it, and to the Support of 
it, that other Precept of the Law of Moſes, Thou 
ſhalt not appear empty before the Lord thy God. 

And though he there largely ſets forth the diffe. 
rent Oblations of the Old and New Teſtament, 
theirs being thoſe of Servants, and ours of Children: 
Yet he places the Difference chiefly in the Chriſti- 


ans being more generous and bountiful in good MI 


Works. Et non genus Oblationum reprobatum eſt, Oc. 
Oblations in general are not rejected, for Oblations were 
there, and Oblations are here; there were Sacrifices among , 
the People, and Sacrifices in the Church ; but the Kind if , 
them is changed, in that they are not now offered by Ser- , 
wants, but by Children, For it in one and the ſame Loud, fl + 
but there is one proper Character of the ſerwile Oblatio, MI 
and another in that of Children; ſo that in the Oblatioss Ml . 
there is an evident Token of Liberty. For there u nothing | 
under Moſes inſignificant, and without a Sign. And 
therefcre they dedicated or offered the Tenths of their Sul. 


that they have to the Uſes of our Lord; giving chearful- 
ly and freely, not little Things, but as becomes thoſe vo 
bope for great Felicity: The poor Widow giving all bo 
SubFtance into the Treaſury of God. Theſe are the 
Oblations of Chriſtians that Irenzxs ſpeaks of, and 


plainly intends as the New Oblations of ibe gr Te- 
| $; amen. 
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ment. And what elſe could he intend when he 
fays afterwards 3 Luoniam igitur cum ſimplicitate Ee- 
cles fert, Cc. As then the Church offers with Simpli- 
city, its Gift in juſtly reckoned with God a pure Sacrifice ; 
Paul ſays to the Philippians, iv. 18. 1 am full, ha- 
ving received of Epaphroditus the Things that were ſent 
iy, as an Odour of a ſweet Smell, a Sacrifice acceptable, 
wel! pleaſing to God. What are theſe Oblations? 
And why were theſe Expreſſions ſuppreſs'd, and 
not mentioned by Dr. Hickes, when he pretends to 
Account for Irenzus's new Oblation of the New Teſta- 
ment, as deſcribed in the Prophecy of Malachi? And 
ver he has ſtill more to the ſame Purpoſe. For as God 
wants not thoſe Things that come from us, ſo we do want 
t1 make an Offering unto God; as Solomon ſays, He 
that hath Pity on the Poor lendeth to the Lord, For he 
who wants nothing may take our good Works to himſelf, 
that he may give us a Recompence of his own good Things, 
r our Lord ſaid, Come ye Bleſſed of my Father, I was 
lungry and ye gave me Meat, I was thirſty and ye gave 
we Drink, &c. As therefore the Word or Logos not 
wanting theſe Things, but for our Sakes will have theſe 
to ve done, that h may not be unprofitable, he gave Com- 
mandment tothe People to make their Offerings, that they 
might learn to jerve God: So he will that we alſo ſhould 
frequently and without Intermiſſion bring our Gift to the 
lar. For our Altar is in Heaven, whither our Prayers 
md Oblations are directed: Is this a Material Altar? 
Or are Prayers Material Sacrifices; And what are 
the Ohlations here ſpoken of and plainly intended: 
put only our G for Pious and Charitable Uſes ? 
How little then will all this boaſted Authority inake 
forthe Oblation of the Sacramental Elements , if 
axen altogether 2 So far from it that the Oblati- 
ons of Charity were made by the People, rather 
tan by the Prieſts. He gave Commandment to the 
People to make their Offerings, 8c. 
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I Thas far then 1 think it is very plain, that we 


have no Proof or Evidence from the Teſtimonies 


of the Ancients, of the Sacramental Bread and 


Wine being any otherwiſe offered as an Oblation 


to God, than as they were a Part taken out of the 


general Oblations which the Chriſtians offered, 


but not a Part of the Sacrament by Divine Inſtitu- 
tion, only by the mere Uſage or occaſional San- 
ctions of the Church. 

If we deſcend now to more Authorities out of 
Tertullian , Cyprian, Origen, 8c. we only find the 
ſame Things ſaid over again, and the ſame facrif- 
cial Expreſſions applied hguratively and by way of 
Alluſion only to the Spiritual Sacrifices of Chriſti— 
ans, and in particular to the Holy Sacrament. 80 
that I think I need not trouble the Reader with 
more Quotations, in that the ſame Anſwer muſt be 
made to them which has been made to thoſe alrea- 
dy mentioned. 55 

But whereas a great Noiſe is made about Mala 
chi's New Offering of the Gentiles ; and this has fo of- 
ten been ſaid to be the Sacramental Elements of the 
Euchariſt, give me leave to obſerve that Tertullian 
is fo far from favouring any ſuch Sentiments, that 


he expreſly declares that pure Sacrifice of the Gh 


tiles to be ſimplex Oratio de Conſcientia purd, Adv. Mar- 


cion. L. iv. c. 1. Sincere Prayer out of a pure Conſci- 


ence. And in the following Words at large refers it to 


the Spiritual Sacrifices, as fin Martyr and Irene- 


zzs had done before him. Nay, he in three ſeveral 
Places refers Malachi's pure Offering of the Gen ile 
to the Spiritual Sacrifice of Prayers and Prailes, 


Adv. Fud. cap. V. adv. Marcion. L. III. cap. 22. IV. I. 


Methinks this was not an agreeable Conſtruction, 


if he had known the Bread and Wine in the Eucha- 


„ . 9 
riſt to have been by the Church at that time lookd 
on as the Proper Sacrifice of Chriſtians, ſpoken of by 
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fice. De SE : 
| cannot but think theſe Authorities ſufficient to 


Judgment of the Ancients were as to this Matter: 
Eſpecially if we bring all our Obſervations from 
he Places cited together, and ſee what they will 
amount to. 3 = 

1. It is plain, that as the Apoſtles were to con- 
vince the Chriſtians of the aboliſhing of all the 
Legal Typical Sacrifices ; ſo they were to ſhew 


of God , by the Spiritual Worſhip and Service of 
the Goſpel. 3 5 

2. That it was of great Uſe to this Purpoſe, and 
a Mcans to wean them from their former Prejudi- 
ces and miſtaken Expectations, to apply the Sacri- 
fein Language of Gifts, Altar, Sacrifices, and Of- 
i- Wl #75, to this Spiritual Service; as ſome of the 
!- Wl Prophetic Writers had done before them, P/. 50.14. 
ic Wl Hol. 14. 2. Act. 24. 17. Heb. 13. 15, 16. 


21 z. When the Chriſtians were hereupon charg'd 


a WM with a Violation of the Laws of God in the Old 
. Teltament for not. offering Sacrifices as there pre- 
- (cribed, they inſiſted on the Abolition of thoſe Sa- 
i. crifices, and of the Inſtitution of a New One in 
to their ſtead, to have been decreed by Almighty God 
under the Meſſiah, and to have been foretold by 
a the Fragen Malachi in the Words ſo often re- 
115 WM err d to. = | : 

05 4. They often refer that Sacrifice ſpoken of by 
.Ich to this Holy Sacrament, and call it the 
on, WW New Oblat ion of the New Teſtament. 


din this New Oblation, or Sacrifice ; ſome of them 
peak chiefly of thoſe General Contributions to 
— "I 


chat Prophet. And „„ Trailer wh aloe. 
this, certainly knew of no other Chriſtian Sacri- 


new any indifferent Reader. what the Senſe and - 


them a more effectual Way to the Favour and Grace 


5. When they explain themſelves what is offered 
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1 
Pious and Charitable Uſes, which were then made 
at the ſame time when this Holy Sacrament was 
adminiſtred. Which Oblations were employ'd in 
the Maintenance of the Miniſters, Widows and 
Orphans, and for the Love-Fraſts that were then 
in uſe. | "= 

6. That the making of thoſe Oblations at the 
time of the Holy Sacrament was no part of the 
Inſtitution, but rather founded on ſome early Fc. 
cleſiaſtical Ordinance ; And that might be begun 
by the Apoſtles themſelves, as the Love- Feaſts alſo 
were. 

7. That the Sacramental Bread and Wine were 
no otherwiſe offered unto God before their Conſe. 
cration, than as they were a Part of thoſe Gene- 
ral Oblations ſpoken of before: They were taken out 
of thoſe General Oblations, but there is no Evidence 
that they themſelves were offered to God apart 
from the reſt. Ee 
8. That thoſe of the Fathers who do not refer , 
Malachi's Pure Offering to the Alms and Pious Gifts 
of the Chriſtians, refer it chiefly to their Prayers 


and Praiſes, as Irenæus underſtands Prayer by the f 
Incenſe there mentioned; and Tertullian and Others. | r 


9. That while they looked on theſe Devotions to 
be the true Chriſtian Sacrifices, that were ordained , 
by Almighty God to ſucceed in the Place of thoſe “ 
Earthly Sacrifices, as Tertullian calls them, that were | 
in Us before; they, after the Example of St. Pau, br 
applied to all the Parts of the Chriſtian Service K 
with a great deal of Liberty, the Sacrificial Phra- 
ſes and Expreſſions, when they could intend them 
to be underſtood Figuratively only. Remarkable | 
to this purpoſe are the Words of the Apoſtol. Conſt. 
I. 2, cap. 25. where ſpeaking of the Difference be- 
tween the Fewiſh Worſhip and the Chriſtian, he {ays, 


What was formerly a Sacrifice, i now Prayers and Fg, 
an 
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v1 Thank ſgioings. What was thenTenths,and Fir t. Puits 


ind Gifts, are now our Oblations or Offerings, hich 


the Holy Biſhop offers to our Lord God by Feſus Chriſt. 
10. Laſtly, That all this was not intended to 


make the Bread and Wine a Proper Material Sacri- 


ce in Conſecration, is plain from hence: That 
when they were charged by their Enemies as ha- 
ving 10 Sacrifice, and were thereby obliged to give 
the juſteſt, and plaineſt, and directeſt Anſwer to 
the Objection that they could; They did not then, 
when it would have been moſt for their purpoſe, 
ſay that they had a Proper Material Sacrifice of Bread 


and Wine: Bur inſtead of that, they generally ex- 


plain Malachi's Prophecy of the Pure Sacrifice of the 
Gentiles, by the Spiritual Sacrifices of Prayers and 
Praiſes, from a Pure Heart, And when they make 
ſuch mention of the Bread and Wine, as ſhew that 


they had that Sacrament in view; they even then 


tell us, that Prayers and Praiſes are the only Perfect and 
Pleaſing Sacrifices to God, and ſuch only as the Chriſtians 
are taught to offer in the Commemoration of Chriſt's Paſ- 
en. Which are fo plainly Excluſive of any other 
dacrifice beſides that of Prayers and Praiſes, that I 
am amazed what could induce Dr. Hickes to bring 
in this Authority on his Side of the Controverſy. 
And now I hope it may be time for me to ſhew, 


IV. Laſtly, That as neither the Inſtitution of 
this Sacrament, nor any other Texts of Scripture, 
nor the Authority of the Ancients, when rightly 
nd truly underſtood, do favour the Doctrine of 
ne Proper Material Sacrifice of the Sacramental 


read and Wine, ſo the Church of England and her 
Wb ivines do declare againſt it. The Lord Biſhop 


a Oxford recommends it to his Clergy, to conſider 


o far this Doctrine of a Proper Sacrifice & con- 


ent with the 31/4 Article, with the Office of Commu- 
| 7109 
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nion, and with the Opinions of our beſt Divines, I ſhall 
_ enquire into the Senſe and Judgment of the Church 


of England by all theſe, altho' not exactly in the 
Order here mentioned. 


1. His Lordſhip had undoubted Reaſon to he. 
lieve this Doctrine Inconſiſtent with the 3 1ſt Arti- 
cle: Which plainly declaring, that there u no other 


Satufaction for Sin, but only that one once made by Chriſt | 


on the Croſs ; do's effectually Exclude all other Real 
Sacrifices of Propitiation whatſoever, If therefore 
Mr. L. and his Friends contend for any other, whe- 
ther it be a Self-ſufficient one or no, it contradicts 
the Doctrine of that Article. For altho' that was 
primarily levelled at the Romiſh Maſs, yet as it runs 
in moſt General Terms, and expreſly ſays, that 
there 75 no other Satisfaction for Sin, without any man- 
ner of Allowance or Diſtinction: It muſt conclude 
againſt all manner of Pretences to any Second Sa- 


tisfaction, whether Self-ſufficient or Satisfactory in 


any other Subordinate Senſe whatever. It would 
be the greateſt Injuſtice to the Univerſal Expreſſi- 
ons of this Article, to limit it by any pretended 
Diſtinctions or Evaſions. | 


2. This is T think abundantly confirmed by the 


Opinions and Declarations of our beſt Divines. I 
cannot indeed ſay that the Article, or our firſt Re. 


formers, directly denied the Material Sacrifice of 
the Bread and Wine; it is not poſſible that they 
ſhould : They never heard of it, it was not then 
in being: It had its firſt Birth between the Years 
1630, and 1640, and was never known before. 
But they do that which is Equivalent to it; they 
Diſclaim all Pretences to any other Sacrifice but 


that of Praiſe and Thankſgiving, and of our ſelves to | 


God's Service. Archbiſhop Cranmer's Sentiments 
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are been delivered already in another Treatiſe, | 
and need not here be repeated. But becauſe his 
Judgment is endeavoured to be evaded, as tho he 
only condemned the Romiſh Maſs ; I deſire that 
theſe his Words may be well conſidered. - In very 
leed, to ſpeak properly, we make no Sacrifice of Chiilt, 
by; Commemozation and Remembrance of that Sacri- 
fire, which he alone made, &c. And again, having 
woken before of Chriſt's Propitiatory Sacrifice, he 
adds, Another kind of Sacrifice there is which doth not 
Reconcile as unto God, but # made of them that be Recon- 
ciled to Chriſt, to teſtify our Duties unto God, and to ſhew 
cr {elves thankful to him. And therefore they be called 
not Proper Material Sacrifices, bur, Sacrifices of Laud, 
Praiſe and Thankſgiving. Theſe are all the Sacrifi- 
ces that Archbiſhop Cranmer allows of, with relati- 
on to that Sacrament: And if Mr. Z's Proper Ma- 
terial Sacrifice comes under neither of theſe two, it 
muſt in effect be Diſclaimed by that Archbiſhop. 

Archbiſhop Parker, and ſeveral other Biſhops, in 
the Beginning of Queen Elzabeth's Reign, among 
cveral Reaſons offered to her Majeſty, why the Commu- 
non ſhould not then be adminiſtred at an Altar; alledg- 
ed, that in the New Teſtament Chriſt is not to be Sacri- 
fed, but his Body and Blood ſpiritually to be Eaten and 


, ES 


17 Drunken in the Miniſtratien of the Holy Supper. — Al 

% 01d Heiters do ſumctimes term it an Altar, yet they 
© we to be Fxpounded to ſpeak Rbuſivè and Tmproprie. 
; For like as they expound themſelves when they term the 


lands Supper a Sacrifice, that they mean by the word Sa- 
y crificium, or Sacrifice, Recordationem Sacrificii, the 
5 LT of A Sacrifice, or Similitudinem Sacrifi- 
5 15 the Likeneſs of a Sacrifice, and not properly a Sacri- 
& ſe : do of the Altar; Furthermore. an Altar hath re- 
ws Mp a Sacrifice, for ben be Correlativa ; ſo that of | 
ns - «eſis, if we allow an Altar, we muſt grant a Sacri- 
wo They therefore who would not allow an Al- 

tar, 
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tar, did not grant any Proper Sacrifice in this 
Communion. The Maſs-Prieſts are moſt glad mM 
Hope of Retaining the Altar, &c. meaning thereby to mak, lll 
the Communion as like the Maſs as they can, and ſn © 
continue the Simple in their former Errors, Strype' k 
Annals, cap. 12. 85 „ 

Mr. Hooker, Eccl. Pol. I. v. c. 78. ſpeaking of the E 
| Uſe of the word Prieſt, which T. Cartwright con- 
demned, ſays thus: Seeing then that Sacrifice u nny 
10 part of the Church- Miniſtry, how ſhould the Name of 
Prieſthood be thereunto rightly applied? He allows the 
Uſe of the Word at large, and by way of Corre- 
{pondence, as St. Paul ſpeaks of the Fleſh of Fiſhes: 
and then he adds : The Fathers of the Church, with like 
ſecurity of Speech, call uſually the Miniſtry of the Goſpel, 
Prieſthood, in regard of that which the Goſpel hath pro- 
portionable to the ancient Sacrifice, namely, the Communion 
uf the Bleſſed Body and Blood of Chriſt , altho it hath 
Pꝛoperly now no Darttfice, Ft 
The Learned Dr. F. Reynolds, in his Conference 
mentioned above, p. 464. Vindicating our Engliſh 
Tranſlation in not uſing the Word Prieſt, fays: 
Seeing our Language doth mean by | Prieſts ] Sacrifiers, 
which in their, the Apoſtles Language, are called less, 
and they never give the Name of teptis to the Paſtors of the 
then Church; it followeth, that they give them mt the 
Name of Prieſts. Or if you reply, that they give them; 392 
that Name, becauſe they called them vνiν e, whence Acriff 
cur Engliſh Name of Prieſt is derived : yet you cannot n of 
ſay thac they called chem Pꝛieſls, as the Name of PzelW  - 
hath relation ca Sacrifice. — For ſo the ord Prieſt muſs br. in 
have two meanings, the one of EI , 192 obe ofille; 97 
izgzvs 3; whereof the one is given by the Apoſtles, W, Obl; 
doth not imply authozity to Sacrifice; the other do Doe 
imply authority to Sacrifice, but is not given by the Alas 0 
ftles. And this was the current Senſe of all oufgthoſe 


Divines, and conſequently of the Beſt of N. dy. 
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unto Archbiſhop Lauds Time. And he, when it 
was much for his purpoſe to ſhew how far the Pro- 
teſtants did concur with the Church of Rome in ac- 
knowledging this Sacrament to be a Sacrifice , did 

not pretend that any of our Divines owned the 
Elements to be Sacrificed ; but ſpeaks thus of it in 

his Controverſy with Fiſher, p. 199. For at, or in the 
Euchariſt, we offer up to God three Sacrifices ; One by the 
Prieſt only, that's the Commemorative Sacrifice of Chriſt's 
Death, repreſented in Bread broken, and Mine poured out. 
Another is by the Prieſt and People jointly, and that is the 
Sacrifice of Praiſe and Thankſgiving ; And the Third 
Wt cory Man for himſelf alone, viz. his Body and Soul 
Win a Religious Obedience. Now that by the firſt 
of theſe, Archbiſhop Laud did not intend that the 
" W Proteſtants maintained a Material Sacrifice of the 
Bread and Wine broken and poured out, is undeniable 
from his Expreſſion, who places the Commemorative 
Rifreſentation, not in Offering, but in Breaking the 
Bread, and Pouring out the Wine; which he knew to 
be the true Doctrine of the Proteſtants. And con- 
« Wicquently in all theſe Three there is no Proper Sacri- 
„e; neither will his foregoing Words admit theſe 
„obe taken otherwiſe : Christ did Inſtitute and Com- 
and Memory of this Sacrifice in a Sacrament, And 
ee Authorities in the Margin of that Page ſhews 
„is again, that he did not intend a Real Material 
scrifce, but only the Commemoration or Repreſenta- 
jon of ſuch a one by a Sacrament. He firſt cites 
out of Mr. Fox the Words of John Lambert a Mar- 
yr, in the Reign of King Henry VIII. who ſaid, 
orift is ſaid to be offered in the Sacrament only, becauſe 
* Oblation once Offered c thereby Repreſented ; and af- 
ward, it 1 a Memorial er Repreſcntation thereof. He 
ads ſome Citations out of Archbiſhop Cranmer, 
ys hoſe Principles as to this Matter we have ſeen al- 
. And then out of Biſhop Fex'd theſe TR 
at 


„ 
That the Miniſtration of the Holy Communion i; em. 
times of the Ancient Fathers, called an Unbloody Sacrifice 
not in reſpect of any Corporal or Fleſhly Preſence that i 
imagined to be there without Blood-ſhedding ; but for thu 
it Repzelenteth and Reporteth to our Minds that One an 
Everlaſt ing Sacrifice that Chriſi made in his Body on ile 
Croſs. And in his Trial, p. 115. in Anſwer to the 
Charge of the Scotch Commiſſioners, he ſpeaks thus 
of this Sacrament : For a Sacrifice of Praiſe and 
Thankſgiving, no Man doubteth but that it is to be Of. 


6 


fered up : Nor doth any Man of Learning queſtion it thi | 
T know, but that according to our Sawviour's own Con- , 
mand, we are to do whatſoever is done in this Office ; 
Memorial of his Body and Blood offered up and ſhed for u. WY 7 
Now it is one thing to offer up his Body, and another to of. M c 
fer up the Memorial of his Body with our Praiſe and Tanbſ. 8 
giving for that infinite Bleſſing. Afterwards, ſpeaking M © 
of Bellarmine's Notion, he ſays ; If Bellarmine mean M 4 
no more by the Oblation of the Body and Blood of Chriit, M » 
than a Commemozation and Repreſentation of that grea MW 5; 
Sacrifice offered up by Christ himſelf , it is well, for i n, 
the Sacrament is. But if Bellarmine go farther than fi 
this, and mean by it, that the Prieſt offers up that whic"M te: 
Chri ti himſelf did, and not a Commemoaatton of it only, MW pit 
be is Erroneous in that, and can never make it god. no 
Thus Archbiſhop Laud pleads for no more than a Dc 
Commemoration or Repreſentation of Chriſt's Sacrifice, MM for! 


but never pretended that the Proper ''rifice of thei pal 
Elements was the Doctrine of the Cl ich of Eg me: 
land, or of any of our Proteſtant Divi..es. When giv 
indeed he ſpeaks his own Perſonal Sentiments, hq hit 
ſays in the Page laſt cited: As for the Oblation of tb quit 
Elements, that's fit and proper, and T am ſorry for my park 4 
that it is not in the Book of England. Whatever gy for 
Archbiſhop might intend by that Diſlike, he Mu fee 
either grant that ſuch Oblation of the Elements" b 
no part of the Inſtitution; or elſe he muſt — expe 


(65) 


hat the Church of England which confeſſedly 
makes no ſuch Oblation, has not the Sacrament 
rightly and duly adminiftred. And if his own pri- 
vate Opinion was ſo much againſt the Senſe of his 
Church ; the Biſhop of Oxford was under no Ob- 
ligations to depart from his e/abl;ſhed Rule to follow 
im. 
ſhop Bedel of Kilmore in Ireland , ſpeaking of 
the Prieſthood, ſays, p. 164. of his Life. As for the 
ther Power, he had been ſpeaking of Abſolution, to 
Sacrifice, if it be any otherwiſe than celebrating the Com- 
memoration of Chriſt's Sacrifice once offered on the Croſs, 
it is no Part of the Priesthood or Miniſtry of the New 


Teſtament , but a ſuperfluous Addition thereunto, He 


confirms the ſame-, p. 469. from the Maſter of the 
Sentences; and again, p. 470. from this Confefli- 
on of Melchior Canus. The Lutherans do not wholly 
deny the Sacrifice, but grant a Sacrifice of Thankſgiving, 


which they call the Euchari5F. They will have none for 


Sins, which they call Propitiatory. If he had put hereun- 
to, unleſs it be a Myſtery, he had rightly expreſs d the O- 
finion of the ProteFfants, By Myſtery he ſeems to in- 
tend the Myſtical Repreſentation of Chriſt's Pro- 
pitiation on the Croſs for Sin. I need look after 
no more Authorities, in that Mr. L. gives up this 
Doctrine, p. 22. as wreichedly neglected among the Re- 
formed, If fo, then I am ſure it may very juſtly 
paſs for a ,-.2-piſh Doctrine; until theſe Gentle- 


men who :.;;tend it can do it more effectually, bj 


giving beter Proof of its Truth than they have 
hitherto done from Scripture and Primitive Anti- 
uit 7. . 
z. We are next to enquire whether our Office 
for the Communion favours this pretended Sacri- 


fce of the Sacramental Elements. Now if ours 


be in Truth a Proteſtant Service, we can hardly 
expect to find in it a Doctrine or Practice that is 
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retehedly neglected by all the Reformed. Nor would 
any one look for the Oblation of the Bread ang 
Wine in that Service- Book where Archbiſhop Lau 
_ owned it was not to be found. 
But fince the Reſtoration of King Charles IId 
Tome Alterations have been made in our Rubric of 
the Communion-Office : And theſe are taken by 
Mr. L. and ſome others, in Favour of this Oblati. 
on of the Elements; and made uſe of to ſup- 
port this Doctrine of a Proper Sacrifice. The 
Church-Wardens are directed reverently to bring to the 
PrieF, officiating, the Alms for the Poor, and other De- 
wotions of the People, in a decent Baſon, who ſhall hum. 
bly preſent and place it upon the Table. And when there 
is a Communion, the Prieſt ſhall then place upon the Table 
fo much Bread and Wine as he ſhall think ſufficient, And 
whereas we prayed God before to accept our Alms, 
it is now our Alms and Oblations. Which laſt Word 
theſe Gentlemen would refer to the Bread and Wine. 
And this pretended Oblation too mult be again 
brought to Mind in the Prayer after Conſecration, 
to be a Material Sacrifice of Praiſe and Thankſgi- 


ving, (Biſhop Oxf, Ch. Conf. p.21.) A direct Contra. 


diction not only to the Senſe of the Compoſers of 


that Prayer, but in a manner to all common | 
Senſe, We muſt not wonder that theſe Writers | 
wretchedly pervert the Scriptures and Fathers,who 
can thus miſerably abuſe and miſrepreſent the very | 
Office of their own Church and their own Age. | 
The Lord Biſhop of Norwich in his Charge to his | 
Clergy , Ann. Dom. 1709. has excellently well ſet } 
theſe Things right, and ſhewn the Injuſtice of all I =. 
ſuch Repreſentations of the Alterations that have 
been made. But becauſe the Defenders of this 
proper Sacrifice ſeem not ſatisfied with his Lord- 
ſhip's Account, I beg leave to confirm it by a few | 
more Obſervations. As, 72 ; 
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1. When we pray God to accept our Alms and Ob- 
nian, by Oblations to intend the Sacramental Ele- 
ments, is a manner of ſpeaking altogether unknown 
to the Church of England. Where do theſe Gen- 
tlemen find the Bread and Wine by our Church 
called Oblations? Why then ſhould they put ſuch a 


| conſe on theſe Words here, as was never uſed in 


our Church before, nor that I know of, is uſed by 
itin any other Part of all our Offices and Liturgy ? 
Nor can it poſſibiy bear this Senſe here, without 
maintaining that our Governors intended by it to 
alter the Doctrine of our Church as erroneous and 
deficient in the Eſſentials of this Sacrament before. 
And if they will pretend this, which is unavoida- 
ble, if they will make the Bread and Wine Oblati- 
ons; I muſt deſire them ro conſider, | ; 
2. Thar the Biſhops in Convocation, who made 
theſe Alterations, were ſo far from thinking of any 
ſuch Detects in our former Service, that they ex- 
preſly declare againſt it, and affirm that in the Al- 
terations of the Rubrics they chiefly aimed at the 
greater Reverence and Decency of Divine Worſhip. In 
the Preface which was approved of in Convocati- 
on as weil as the Changes, they ſpeak thus: Of the 
Alterations propoſed to us, we have rejected all ſuch as 
were of dangerous Conſequence, as ſecretly ſtriking at ſome 
Clabl:G<ed Doctrine. And when they ſer forth the 
Reaſons of theſe Alterations, they affirm, we were 
not enforced ſo to do by any Strength of Argument, con- 
vincing ws of the Neceſſity of making the ſaid Alterati- 


an. Then it's without Contradiction evident, that 
ey ſaw no Neceſſity of making the Bread and 


Vine an Oblation. For, ſay they, we are fully per- 
vaded in our Fudgments, and we here profeſs it to the 
World, that the Book as it ſtood before Eſtabliſhed by Law, 
lub not contain any thing in it contrary to the Mord of 

F 2 | God, 
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God, or to ſound Doctrine. And yet methinks this 


could not have been ſaid, if that Holy Sac 
had not been rightly Adminiſtred — 


Chriſt's Inſtitutions. They had no Deſign then. it 
ſeems, to alter the Doctrine of the Church of Eng. 
land in any Particular. Their General Aim was, the 


Preſervation of Peace and Unity in the Church, and thy 


Procuring of Rewerence, and Exciting of Piety. and De. | | 
wvotion in the Publick Worſhip of God, and the cutting off 


Occaſion from them that ſeek Occaſion of Cavil and Quar- 
rel againſt the Liturgy of our Church. =— And moſt of 


the Alterations ere made foz the better Direction of them 
that were to Officiate in any Part of the Divine Service, | 
which is chiefly done in the Kalendars and Rubricks, or 


But, ſay ſome, hat other Reaſon could there be of put- 
ting Oblations to Alms, if the one has not reſpe& to 
the Bread and Wine, as the other has to the Money 
collected? I Anſwer, by obſerving, 


2. That this was done, as the Preface well ex- 


preſſes it, to procure Rewerence, and to excite Piety and 
Devotion in the Publick Worſhip of God, by making the 
Alms and Offerings an Oblation, which they were not 
before. Before they were Alms gathered by the Church- 


wardens, and put into the Poor Man's Box, and often | 
Now they 
are Received in a Decent Baſon, and to be Reverenti) 
brought to the Prieſt, who humbly Preſents and Places them 
on the Table: and ſo of Alms and Devotions they 
This Obſervation will ap- 
pear very juſt and proper, if we do but look into 
the Rubrick of the Scorch Common-Prayer-Book, ? 
which led the way to ſome of our Alterations. ! 
That Rubrick runs thus: Ihile the Presbyter diſtinti- | 
ly pronounceth ſome or all of theſe Sentences for the Off- 
tory, the Deacon, or one of the Church-wardens, ſhall re. 
ceive the Devotions of the People there preſent in a Bajo" | 


re- a 


with little Rewerence, Piety or Devotion, 


become Oblations alſo. 


— 


trovided for that purpoſe. And when all have Offered, 


he ſhall Reverently bring the ſaid Baſon - with the 
Oblations therein, and Deliver it to the Presbyter, who 
ſhall humbly Preſent it before the Lord, and ſet it upon the 


Holy Table. Here are your Oblations, and the Rea- 


fon why they are called ſo. And altho' the ſaid 
I 5:1 Common-Prayer-Book adds, The Presbyter ſhall 
chen offer up, and place the Bread and Wine prepared for 
the Sacrament on the Lord's Table: Yet our Engliſh 
Convocation were ſo far from intending the Ele- 
ments to be made an Oblatior, that they leave out 
the Words Offer up, and only direct, that the Prieft 
ſhall place apon the Table ſo much Bread and Wine as he 
(hall think ſufficient, without offering them up. This, 


[ think, is Evidence enough that the word Oblations | 


refers to the Alms, not to the Elements. 


4. Laſtly, If the Church had thought it ne- 


ceſſary, by virtue of Chriſt's Inſtitution, to make 
the Bread and Wine an Oblation to God ; it ſhould 
then have provided, that no Sacrament ſhould be 
Adminiſtred without ſuch an Oblation, nor any 
Bread and Wine be uſed but what is ſo offered up. 
The Contrary to both which are expreſly directed. 
In the Communion for the Sick the whole Office 
1s to be performed, not only without any Offer- 
tory, but alſo without that Prayer in which the 
pretended Oblation of the Elements is ſaid to be 
made ; and yet I hope that ſuch a Sacrament is 
rightly and duly Adminiſtred. And in Publick Com- 
munions at the Church it often happens, that the 


Conſecrated Bread and Mine are all ſpent, before that all 
bave Communicated, In which Caſe, altho' more is 


o be Conſecrated, yet the Miniſter is not directed 
to ſay again the Prayer of accepting our Alms and Ob- 
ations, but to begin at the latter End of the Prayer 


a Conſecration. A plain Proof this is, that our 
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Church never intended to make a Proper Sacrifice 
or Oblation of che Sacramental Bread and Wine 


This is only to be done by Expounding away our Of. 


fices and Rubricks. 

As to the Propitiation of this Pretended Material 
Sacrifice, they who defend it know not what 0 
make of it: It makes Satisfaction, and it makes no 


Satisfaction for Sin: It renders God Propitiou, tho? | 


it makes no Expiation, which I take to be a Diſtingi. 
on without a Difference. And at laſt with Mr. I. 
it dwindles into a Means of procuring Remiſſion of Sin, 
So alſo is Baptiſm, Faith, Prayer, Repenrance, the 


Love of God, and the Love of our Neighbour, and | 


Good Works, and Chriſtian Duties of every Sort. 
But then we Proteſtants are not uſed to call theſe 


things Propitiatory, but Undeſerving Performances. 
However, if this were all that was intended, it is | 
the Language, rather than the Thing it ſelf, that 


we except againſt. The Bleſſed Sacrament, as a 
Federal Duty, had doubtleſs a greater Influence 
than the reſt. And we have been taught from our 
Infancy to believe the Sacraments to be not only 


Means of Grace, but alſo Pledges to aſſure us thereof. 


But in what Senſe they can be ſaid to be Propitia- 


tory, or to make Satisfattion for Sin, more than other 
Duties; I am yet to learn, and deſire Mr. L. or | 


any of his Friends, to inſtruct me. 


III. Another new Doctrine his Lordſhip thought | 
fit to caution his Clergy againſt, was that of the } 
| Neceſſity of Sacerdotal Abſolution for the Remiſſion of the | 
Sins of the Penitent. For it has been taught that the | 
Penitent, according to the Chriſtian Covenant, cannot er- 
pect Remiſſion without this Sacerdotal Abſolution, as # | 
Condition ordinarily Neceſſary ; that Repentance and Con- | 
werſion cannot blot out Sins without it. This the Bi- 
op thought he had good Reaſon to Cenſure as 


agreeable f 
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agreeable 10 the Doctrine of the Church of Rome, but not 


10 what our Church teaches or requires in any of its Off 


3 4 Me faid ſo much on this 


Subject, that they thought themſelves concerned to 
vindicate it, and to tax his Lordſhip as the Miſta- 
ken Perſon in this Doctrine. And they write with 


ach Aſſurance, that at firſt View, one would al- 


moſt think that they had a great deal to ſay for 
themſelves. But a Diſputant in a wrong Cauſe, is 
never more likely to be thought in the Right, than 
when he Amuſes his Readers with General Expreſ- 


ons, that in one or two or more Senſes may be 


true, and yet not in that particular one that is con- 

Dr. B. and Mr. L. have taken great Pains to 
prove that Chriſt, has left to his Apoſtles, and the 
Biſhops and Prieſts their Succeſſors, a Power to Re- 
mit Sins. And in the Certainty of this, imagine 
that they effectually prove that Sacerdotal Abſoluti- 
on which they plead for. The firſt Head of Dr. 
Bs Sermon is, that our Saviour did leave with the 
Hpoſtles a Power to Remit Sin:, And the Second, 
that ths Power was tranſmitted to their Succeſſors, and 
continues in the Church to this day. Mr. L. ſays the ſame. 
(Sacerd. Powers, p. 5.) And he Expoſtulates with 


tie Lord Biſhop of Oxford thus: Has not Chriſt eſta- 


vlijned ſuch a Power as that of Sgcerdotal Abſolution in 
us Church ? (p. 22.) I will Anſwer this Expoſtu- 
lation in the Words of Archbiſhop Uſber : Me ac- 


knowledge moſt willingly, that the Principal Part of the 


Prieſt's Miniſtry c exerciſed in the Matter of Forgiveneſs 
o Sins, The only weſt ion is, the manner bow this Part 
f their Function is executed by them, and of the Bounds 
ind Limits thereof; which the Pope and his Clergy have 


their own Advantage enlarged beyond all Meaſure of 
Tub and Reaſon. (Anſw. to Feſ.Chal, p. I 14. Ed. 153 .) 


F 4 I wiſh 
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TI wiſh the Pope and his Clergy had been the only 
Perſons guilty of this Corruption ; but it is found 
that they are not. There are however, we own 
ſeveral Ways in which God has left to his Church 
a Power by their Biſhops and Miniſters to Abſolye 
Penitent Sinners, and to give them Aſſurance of 


* 


the Remiſſion of their Sins. 


1. It may be done by the Miniſtry of the Word. 
and by Applying to the Conſciences of Men the 
Promiſes of the Goſpel. It is one peculiar Right, 
Privilege and Authority, which all Chriſtian Mi- 
niſters have, to Preach the Word of Reconciliation, 


and to Proclaim in the Name of Chriſt Repentance 


and Remiſſon of Sins to all People. (2 Cor. 5.18.) In 
this Senſe the Miniſtry of Reconciliation is committed to 
them, Now are ye clean through the Mord that ts ſpoken 
unto you, ſaid Chriſt to his Diſciples. (John 15. 3.) 
Which, as Archbp. Uſher very well obſerves (p. 139.) 
muſt be underſtood , not only Operatively, as the 
Preaching of it is a Means of Converſion, and of Crn- 


| ferring God's Spirit, and of working Faith and Repen- 


tance; on which Account St. Paul calls it the Power 
of God unto Salvation to every one that Belic vetb, Rom. 
I. 16. but alſo Declaratively, as it do's Declare God's 
Pleaſure to ſuch as Believe and Repent, and in bis Name 
Certify them, and give Aſſurance to their Conſciences, 
that their Sins are forgiven them. (p. 142.) This made 
St. Jerome ſay, that the Apoſtles did looſe the Cords of 
Sin by the Word of God, and the Teftimonies of the Scrip- 
true, and Exhortations to Viriue. (Com. in Eſa. L.6.C.14.) 
And to this he applies our Saviour's Commiſſion: 
What ſoever ye looſe on Earth, ſhall be looſed in Heaven; 


for God will make good his own Promiſes. St. Am- 


pBroſe alſo ſays, that Sins are Remitted by the Word of 
| God, (de Abel & Cain, l. 2. c. 4.) And this I take 
to be the true Foundation, or indeed — to 
55 Cog⸗ 
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Conſtitute the Nature of that Declarative Abſolutias 
hich the Proteſtants maintain, and is, as much as 
Preaching, A Peculiar Branch of their Chriſtian 
Miniſtry : It is the a5y@- De, and the Max 
„la xlaneyss ; the Word and the Miniſtry of Recon- 
cliation that belong to them, (2 Cor. v. 18, 19.) 


| , The Miniſters of Chriſt alſo have a Power of 
Abſelving Sinners by the Sacraments. One of the 
great Benefits of Baptiſm is the Waſhing away of Sins. 

And as the Chriſtian Miniſter is the Proper, Law- 
ful Adminiſtrator of it, he has in that a Power of 
Remitting Sins by the Efficacy of it. To this St. C- 
vin particularly alludes, and applies thoſe very 
Words of Chriſt which ſome Perſons now produce 
in behalf of a Sacerdotal Abſolution of a quite diffe- 

rent Strain. (Ep. 69. ad Magn. p. 185. Ed. Ox.) 
r x in Baptiſm every one has his Sins remitted, our Lord 
| WW proves and declares in his Goſpel, that thoſe only can Re- 
„, Sins who have the Holy Spirit. For after bis Reſur- 
retion, ſending his Diſciples, he ſpeaks to them, and ſays, 
As my Father ſent me, ſo ſend ] you: And when he had 
ad this, he Breathed on them, and ſaid unto them, Re- 
ceive je the Holy Ghoſt : Whoſe ſoever Sins ye Remit, they 

re Remitted unto them; and whoſe ſoewer Sins ye Retain, 
they are Retained, In which place He ſhews, that He 
mnly can Baptize and Remit Sins, who bas the Holy Ghoſt. 
He do's the ſame in his LXXIIId Ep. ad Fulianum, 
And Firmil;anus inan Epiſtle to Cyprian, Ep.LXXV. 
lays the ſame. So alſo do's Tertullian, Adverſ. Mar- 
J.. I. r. cap. 28. There is alſo a Remiſſion of 
: ns in the Sacrament of the Lord's Supper; which 
; git is a Fæderal Ordinance, and a Seal of God's 
Covenant, and an Inſtituted Duty and Means of 
of wolding Communion with God and Chriſt ; Exhibits, 
e Without queſtion, to all Sincere and Devout Com- 

t nunicants, the Benefits of his Paſſion, of which 


bv leniſſon of Sins is one, 3. There 
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3: There is a Power allo of Communicating t 


all true Penitents the Abſolut an and Remiſſun of their | 


Sins by Prayer. And accordingly it was the Cuſtom 
in Ancient Times for Penitents to have the Pray- 


ers of the Church put up to God for the Pardon 
and Abfolution of their Sins. And to this St. Con | 


prian alludes, (de Lapſis, p. 436.) when he admo- 


niſhes the Lapſed to Repentance in theſe Words: 


Foin your Tears with ours; Add your Sighs to ours; Ve 
TIntreat you, that We may Beſeech God foz you, 1 


firſt turn thoſe Prayers to You, by which we beg of God | 

frer ſuch Prayers as theſe, | 
it was uſual to admit thoſe who had given Offence | 
by their Sins, ro che Sacred Communion agzin, | 
e 


to have Mercy on you. A 


pecially if it was with the Approbation of the 


Biſhop and his Clergy; of which J ſhall ſpeak more 
by and by. 


4. There is ſtill a farther Power and Authority | 


of Abſolution, or Remiſſion of Sins, by a Remit- 
zing of the Spiritual Cenſures of the Church, which 
may be inflicted on Scandalous Offenders for their 
Sins, and are taken away upon Repentance. Of 


this we have a Remarkable Inſtance in the Ince- 
Nuous Corinthian, who had been guilty of Fornica- 
tion with his Father's Wife. Whom St. Paul there- | 
fore Commanded to be delivered up uuto Satan, 1 Cor. | 
v. 5. and afterward upon his Humiliation and Re- 
pentance Forgave, or Remitted to him :s Sin, 2 Cor. 
1j. 10. by receiving him into the Communion of 
the Church again. This takes place only where | 
the Offender had ſome way or other brought Scan- | 
dal on his Profeſſion, and thereupon had been 
Bound by the Sentence and Cenſure of the Church, 
and in ſome Degree or other Prohibited and Re- 


ſtrained from its Communion. The Remitting of 


which Sentence, and Admitting into Cee | 
2 | - 1 5 yy 8 again, 
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apaing is what the Primitive Chriſtians comtnonly 
intended by Abſolution. | 

The Reader may ſee then that there are a great 
many Senſes and Reſpects in which Chriſt makes 
uſe of his Miniſters in the Remiſſion of Sins; and 
abſolves Sinners from their Offences by their Mini- 


| ſtracions. 


But all theſe together will not ſatisfy ſome Per- 
ſons among us. There is over and above all theſe 
a facther Power of Sacerdotal Abſolution contended 
for. And that is, | | | 

5. Laſtly, A Power or Authority committed by Chriſt 
jo his Apoſtles, and by them to all Chriſtian Biſhops and 
Minifters their Succeſſors , of Actually pardoning Sin- 
ners in Chriſt's Name, by Virtue of a Judicial Sentence 
pronounced in ſome certain Firm of Words by the Mi- 
niſter, upon the Pronouncing of which the Peni- 
tent obtains an actual Dilcharge from all his Sins in 


Heaven , (Dr. Bret. Serm. p. 10, 11, 16, 34, 35. 


And this Power is affirmed to be ſo neceſſary in the 
Ordinary means of Salvation ; as that no Chriſtian 
can regularly obtain Mercy and Salvation without 
it, (Cacerd. Powers, p. 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15.) 4 
Power ſays Dr. Bret, to pardon or forgive Sins, or elſe 
by not pardoning to bind them more cloſely on the Sin- 
wer, ſo as that he ſhould not be releaſed from his Sin, or 
pardoned by God, till they, the Prieſts, had releaſed bim 


alſo, (Serm. p. 17.) This is the Sacerdotal Power 
of Abſolution, which ſome Men among us, both 
Clergy and Laymen ſo ſtrenuouſly aſſert , and ſo 


ralouſly plead for. It differs from all the foremen- 


WY 'oned Inſtances or Ways of remitting Sins in theſe | 


Reſpects: 
1. It is an Abſolution from Sins, that may be gi- 
en neither by Preaching nor Prayer, nor by the 
Holy Sacraments, nor by a Diſcharge from the 
Yntence of Excommunication, but by an Authori- 
T7 5 tative 


—. 
oath 
a * 
* 4 


— — —D—36ĩV— ——— — ny A 
? 4 * : ; N 2 = — 9 2 
a i TINS. * ” — —— — 5 


23 


2 oe —̃ —xů ——— 
5 
=. FEY 2 


+," Cn 
tative Fudicial Sentence, which the Prieſt pronounces 
upon the Sinner's Caſe, and thereby diſcharges him 
from all his paſt Sins. This Dr. B. apparently con- 
tends for, when he ſays, if the Biſhops and Presbyters 
bave 4 Right to pardon Sins by the Miniſtration of the 
Word and Sacraments, they muſt have a Right to pardon 
them by Abſolution, (Serm. p. 24.) Nor could he in- 
tend any leſs than this, when he told his Audience 
that he was preaching to them @ Doctrine that they 
had been but little uſed to hear, (p. 13.) And the 
Power of ſuch Abſolution is extended to all Sins 
without Exception. 8 — 
2. This Abſolution is made a means Ordinarily ne- 
ceſſary to the Remiſſions of Sins; and no Pardon 


is to be had without it. Repentance and Converſim ! 
cannot blot out Sins without it; but receives its Effi- 


cacy from the Abſolution of the Prieſt. 
2. This verbal Judicial Sentence of Abſolution is not 
only affirmed to be neceſſary to the Forgiveneſs of 
Sins, but even Efedive of that Remiſſion, and O- 1 
perates in that Grace; ſo that the Pardon is actual. I ” 
ly and effectually given thereby, (Sacerd. Powers, p. 12, hi 
22.) A nd the Prieſt does actually releaſe from Sin, and ſo 
convey the Pardon, (Biſh. Oxf. Ch. Conſid. p. 40.) 4 
4. Laſtly , This Abſolution is affirmed to give | 
the Pardon ſo abſolutely, ſo Actually and certainly, 
that it is at that time ſealed in Heaven; and gives the | 
Sinner as good an Aſſurance of it, as if an Angel 
Was ſent from Heawen to tell him ſo, (Biſh. Oxf. Ch. 
Con. p. 35, 39. Dr. B. Serm. p. 35, 36, 37.) This is MW 
the Sacerdotal Abſolution ſo vigorouſly contended 
for. Andif Mr. L. would confine his Thoughts to 
this, when he asks whether Sacerdotal Abſolution be an | 
inſtituted Means of Remiſſion of Sins? I would anſwer } 
him plainly, No. The Chriſtian Religion knows no 
ſuch Inſticution as that of conveying an Actual Ef 
Cual Abſolution of Sins before Cod, by a Fudicial Sen. 
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* veſted the Apoſtles, and all Miniſters by them, wa 
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tence pronounced by the Prieſt, and diftin from the Mi- 
vi tration of the Word and Sacraments, The Primitive 
Chriſtians were wholly Strangers to it, it's a ſcan- 


dalous Abuſe of the Power of the Prieſt , and in 


truth is downright Popery. 
To make good this Aſſertion, I ſhall ſet my 


I. To examine the Arguments that are brought 
to defend it. | 

II. To ſhew what ſtrong , and JI think, unan- 
ſwerable Objections there are againſt it. 


I. The Arguments brought for it are chiefly theſe 


Two. | e 
1. It muſt be included in that general Power 


which Chriſt gave to his Apoſtles and their Suc- 


ceſſors, when he ſaid unto them, As my Father ſent 


me, ſo ſend I you ; in which Words he gave them all. 


the Power that he himſelf was veſted with from the Fa- 
ther , (Dr. B.'s Serm. p. 12, 13, 16, 17.) That he 
himſelf had this Power on Earth, as the Son of Man, to 
firgive Sins, is undeniable, becauſe Chriſt himſelf 
has ſaid it in expreſs Words, (Matt. ix. 6.) Now 
if be did not give them all the Power that he himſelf had, 
how could he ſay, As my Father ſent me, ſo ſend I you, 
(Mar. 11.10.) And if he did give them all the ſame 
Power that he himſelf had, then he muſt give them 


W this Power of abſolving by a Judicial Sentence 
Which he himſelf exerciſed. In anſwer to this 


Argument, we muſt conſider in what Senſe and 
how far it can be truly ſaid , that Chriſt gave his 
Apoſtles and their Succeſſors the ſame Power that he 


JW imſelf had, when he ſaid unto them, As my Fa- 
ber ſent me, ſo ſend I you. Dr. B. lays great Streſs 


on this, and would have it thought, that Chriſt 
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NT 
all that Power and Authority in the Remi 
which he himſelf exerciſed, and which he od = 
= | veſted with by the Father , with Relation to the Church 
| (Serm. p. 17.) This looks like an Equality of Pow. 
| er, not only with Chriſt but with God the Father 
j alſo, who ſent the Son, as the Son ſent the Apo- 
ſtles. But however unguardedly Dr. B. expreſſed 
himſelf at firſt, he ſeems to have been afterwards 
aware of the Abſurdity, and found it neceſſary to 
explain himſelf, that he did not intend to bave it thought: o 
that the Apoſtles were made equal in Power with Cbrif, Ne 
but only that he conſtituted them his Commiſſioned Officers of 
to act under him, and in his Name, (Vind. p. 4.) Be 15. 
it ſo; but then we are at a loſs to know whathe Wl 7 
means by a Power in ſeveral Perſons that is one . 
and the ſame, and yet not equal. If he means a Pow- D. 
er that is the ſame in Kind, but different in Mea. 5) 
ſure and Degree; I readily admit of the Diſtincti- Ml It 
on, but it will do this Cauſe no good. In that all I vi 
this Diſpute turns upon the Meaſure and Degree of I Sir 
Power that Miniſters have in the Remiſſion of Sins, | 
It is all the ſame Power and Authority in Kind, as Hof 


it reſpects the Abſolution of Sinners; but differs in the 
the Degree of Power committed. Chriſt had an MW unc 
abſolute Power of pardoning Sinners, in what Pie 
way and by what Methods He in his Divine Wiſdom Wer 
thought fic, by the uſe of Sacraments, or without Wlon 
them. The Apoſtles had alſo a Power in pardon- did 
ing Sins in ſuch a way and by ſuch Rules as their N ſolu 
Commiſſion authorized and directed them. But MW: . 
without or beyond the Commiſſion there is noPow- Wlr is 
er or Authority. To pardon Sinners by the M- ins 
ni ſtry of the Word and Sacraments is one Degree or Wo be 
Meaſure of Authority, and to pardon them with- Wluio 
out the Miniſtry of the Word and Sacraments 15 2- Wtiro: 
nother and a ſuperior Degree of the ſame Authori- Won it 
ty. The one is a Power as much ſuperior to the Wow: 


other 


099) 


other in Meaſure and Degree, as a Power of work- 
ing wichout Means is ſuperior to a Power of work- 
ing with them. If therefore it will not be inſiſt- 
ec on, that the Apoſtles had the ſame Equality of 
Power with Chriſt , we can never learn what Au- 
thority they had in pardoning Sins, by what Chriſt 


| kimſelf exerciſed , but muſt look into their Com- 
miſſion , and ſee what is contained in that. Now, 


2. This is the ſecond Thing alledged in Defence 
of this 7udicia/Power of Abſolution. That it isthat Po- 
ow whichChriſf committed to bis Apoſtles and theirSucceſſors 
ofier bis Reſurrection, ben he ſaid unto them Whoſe ſoever 


Sins je remit they are remitted, &c. (Sacerd. Pons. p.11,12.) 


In whichWords tis plain that the Authority of Remitting 
Sins which Chriſt gave his ApoFtHes 3s more than merely 


Decarative ;,---= it is the Apoſtles Act of Forgiving 


by Virtue of Chriſt's Authority, whoſe Delegates they are. 
It has been granted already, that this Commiſſion 
gives Authority to Miniſters in the Remiſſion of 
=: 75 Xt „ 
The only Point in Diſpute is about the Degree 


of Power and the Manner of abſolving; and whe- 


ther theſe Words do give an Authority to abſolve 
uncenſured Penitents by a judicial Sentence of the 
Prieft diſtin& from the Miniſtry of the Word and Sacra- 


Ws. Dr. B. ſeems to think they do, for the Rea- 
ſon before alledg'd, viz. becauſe Chriſt himſelf 


did exerciſe ſuch a Power, and practiſe ſuch Ab- 
lolution , and gave to his ApoStes all the Power that 
le bimſelf had, as Head of the Church, ( Serm. p. 12.) 


lt i not to be denied that Chriſt himſelf forgave 


ans in this way. But this is ſo far from proving it 
to be a Branch of that Ordinary Power of Abſo- 


lution, which was to be continu'd in the Church 


roughout all Ages; that I find the Fathers look d 


Init as one of thoſe extraordiniary miraculous 
Powers which Chriſt exerciſed in Teſtimony of 


his 


_———— — 
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L 
his knowing the Secrets of the Heart, and thi | 
his being the Son of God. f ereb d 
Irenæus (L. v. c. 17.) ſpeaking of Chriſt's ſaying 
when the Man was cured of the Palſy, Thar je maj 
know that the Son of Man hath Power on Earth to for. 
give Sins; obſerves thus: Peccatum igitur remitten; 
hominem quidem curavit, ſemetipſum autem manifeſ: | 
oftendit quis eſſet, & c. In Pardoning the Sin he hl 
the Man, and alſo Evidently diſcovered who he was : Fr 
if none can forgive Sins but God alone, and yet our Ln | 
did forgive them, and heal the Man, to confirm the 
Validity of his Abſolution, it is manifeſt that He i; } 
the Word of God. Tertullian has the ſame Argument, 
| (adv. Marc. L. iv. c. 10.) and ſo has Novatian (c. 13.) i 
and thereby proves Chriſt to be God. uod /i, aun 
nullius fit niſi Dei, cordis noſſe ſecreta, Chriſtus ſecret 
conſpicit cordis ; quod ſi cum nullins ſit niſi Dei, peccata 
dimittere, idem Chriſtus peccata dimittit — merit6 Chri- a 
ſtus eff Deus. If none but God can know the ſecrets fl ( 
80 
m 


the heart, and Chriſt did ſee into the ſecrets of the heart ; 
if none but God can forgive Sins, and yet Chriſt did fa. 
give Sins— aſſuredly Chriſt is God, If therefore ſuch 
Remiſſion of Sins be an Immediate Act of the Di- ce 
vine Power of Jeſus Chriſt, and which he exerci- MI a; 
ſed miraculouſly in proof of his Divinity; it muſt MW 5, 
not be pretended that ſuch a Power of Abſolution 
is a Branch of that Ordinary Authority which was 
to be conveyed to his Apoſtles and their Succeſſors 
for ever ; and conſequently comes not into the 
Commiſſion, Whoſe ſoever Sins ye Remit, &c. But 
St. Paul conceived he had ſuch a Power when he Foꝛgabe 
the Inceſtuous Corinthian his Sin. ( Serm. p. 19, 20. 
Sacerd. Powers, p.22.) I am Amaz'd that Dr. B. 
and Mr. L. ſhould think this Inſtance at all to their 
Purpoſe, when that Abſolution was a Releaſe of a 
Sentence of Excommunication, that had been pal 


ſed before. This is not the Abſolution that theſe I fire 
5 | Gentle | 


=, 
Gentlemen are contented with ; and yet it cannot 
be pleaded in Countenance of any other. In ſhort 
then, as none of their Arguments do prove that 
Chriſt Jeſus in his Commiſſion to the Apoſtles, did 
give the Chriſtian Miniſters a Power of abſolving 
Sinners by a Fudicial Sentence of Abſolution , where no 
Charch Cenſures had paſs d IJ would now, 75 


II. Offer ſome Objections, and I think ſtrong 
ones, againſt our claiming and inſiſting on ſuch a 
Power. And they are theſe, _ T2 

1. I do not find any ſuch manner of Abſolution 
either claimed or practiſed by the Primitive Church ; 
who if Chriſt had intended them ſuch an Autho- 
rity, could ſcarce either have been ignorant of it, 
or neglected it. I find indeed à great deal among 
them about Remiſſion of Sins by Baptiſm, and by 
the Prayers of the Church, and the Application of 
God's Promiſes, and by the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, and by releaſing the Sentence of Excom- 
munication, but nothing farther. | 

As we are all born in Sin, ſo the firſt Act of Sa- 
cerdotal Abſolution is perform'd in Baptiſm. But 
as to the Sins committed after it, I do not find any 
dacerdotal Abſolution required or practiſed for par- 
doning the common Fraiities and Infirmities of hu- 
man Life: But as our Offences are firſt remitted by 
our Admiſſion into the Communion of the Church, 
ſo the Continuance of that Grace ſeems to hare 
been unqueſtionable, by our Continuance in that 
Communion, until ſome infamous Crime deprives 
us of the bleſſed Privileges and Advancages of our 
Chriſtian Covenant. When the Lives of Chriſti- 
ans grew looſe and ſcandalous. then, that both the 
Honour of Religion and the Safety of Men's Souls 
might be duly regarded, the Church paſſed Cen- 
lures for Offenders, and provided certain Rules and 

9 . 
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( 82) 
Degrees of Humiliation and Repentance; where. 
upon they were to be reſtored both to the Favour 


of God and the Peace of his Church. For ſuch 
and ſuch Offences they were to be rejected from 


ſtored until after ſuch and ſuch Acts of Repentance 
performed. And both the Crimes for which they 
were ro be denied Communion, and the ſeveral 
Acts of Repentance, upon which they were to be 
reſtored, were determined by the Laws and Canons 
of the Church. Thoſe that are not Offenders ought to 
continue in their State, Ap. Conſt. L. 2. Cap. 13. But : 
hen you ſee one to offend , ſhew your Reſentments, and Y ; 
command him to be caſt out, ---= afterward having ex- 2 
amined if he be fit to be admitted into the Church again, In 
having afflicted himſelf with faſting for two, three, fe Ill » 


or ſeven Weeks, according to his Crime, then Abſolve WY :/ 


him, ib. cap. 16. The manner of performing the I # 
publick Humiliation for great Crimes, was by the Il 
Ancients call'd Exomologeſis, and is deſcribed by Ter- B. 
tullian, de Pœnitentia, cap. 9, 10. And by Albaji- . 
neus in his Notes upon that Place. But what we Wii 
are chiefly concern'd in is, the Manner of abſol- N. 
ving theſe Penitents,and the Miniſters Office there- Tcaj 
in. Which was to ſee the Work of Penance per- fou 
formed, and then by Prayers and Iimpoſition of Wthe 
Hands, to admit the Penitent into Communion 4- } 
gain. So that as his Abſolution conſiſted in being Whez 
reſtored to the Divine Offices and Communion ot Fic 
the Church, the Miniſters Authority therein was in Wi 
his Admiſſion by Prayer and Impoſition of Hands. 
Thus Euſebius tells us that St. ohn readmitted or ab- 
ſolved the young Man, whom he had converted 
from his notorious wicked Life, and who in St, 
John's Abſence had revolted, but upon his return 


was brought back to Repentance. Aviv mv Jar 
n n un- 
61 
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day TIA. Kat DI A vials 3Ealls we Or; &c. 
(Hiſt.Eccl. L. III. cap. 23.) He kiſs'd his Hand as now 
qurified by Repentance , and brought him into the Church, 
and beſeeching God with continua Prayers, and ſtriving 
with continual Faſtings , and cheriſhing his Mind witb 


Various Exhortations, he ceaſed not till he had reſtored him 


to the Church. Tertullian alſo ſpeaks of the Peni- 
rents throwing themſelves down at the Feet of the Preſ- 
byters, as beloved of God, and recommending to all the 
Brethren their Interceſſion and Deprecation of God's 
Wrath, (De Pe». Cap. 9.) Presbyteris advolvi & cu- 
te Dei adgeniculnri, omnibns patribus legationes depreca- 
ions ſuæ injungere. The Apoſtolical Conſtitutions 
are more plain; Thoſe who have offended rebuke, thoſe 
who humble themſelves with Fafting, relieve by a Re- 
miſſon of the Fault; him, ho laments his Sin, receive; 
the whole Church praying for him, and by Impoſition of 
Hands ſuffer him to continue in the Flock, the Church, 
for the time to come, (L. 2. cap. 18.) So again; 0 
Biſhop, as thou doſt receive a Gentile into the Church by 
Baptiſm, after thou haſt inſtructed him; ſo reſtore this Pe- 
nitent into the ancient Fold, when cleanſed by Repentance, 
with Impoſition of Hands, and all praying for him, (Ib. 
cap. 41.) The ſame is mentioned by St. Cyprian ii 
four Epiſtles together, (16, 17, 18, 19.) in which 
the Impoſition of Hands by the Biſhop or Clergy, 


iter the cuſtomary Humilation and Confeflion, 


News plainly , according to the Uſage and Pra- 
tice of thoſe Times; that the Prayers and Intefceſ- 
ion, or Deprecation of the Church, were chiefly 
depended on as to the effectual Abſolution of the 
anner. This was the conſtant, and as far as Ican 


Yet find, the only Method of abſolving for ſome 


Hundreds of Years in the Chriſtian Church. A great 
many more Inſtances might be brought, if Occaſi- 
on were, to confirm theſe. In regard to this V- 
lage, Penitents ſuin g for Abſolution were exhofted, 

Li | (3-2 Ll — 
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Exoratrirem Eccleſiam deprecari ; to beg off God's rah 
by the Prayers of the Church; and the Miniſters Office 
herein was called Sacerdotalis Reconciliatio, (Pacian. 
de Pzn.) And it was look'd on as a great Irregula. 
rity and Diſorder, if great Offences, that by the 
Canons were to exclude Men from the Communi— 
on, were remitted without this Public Penance 
and Public Abſolution. The latter of which, as i 
conſiſted in a Re- admiſſion into the Communion of 
the Church, ſo the Miniſters Part in it was after 
having ſeen the Acts of Repentance performed, 
then by the Prayers and Impoſition of Hands to re.. 
admit him; and if he wanted Conſolation, to com- Nu. 
fort him with the gracious Declarations of Gods It 
Word. Which as St. Fohn is related to have done Wl 1: 
in the Re- admiſſion of his Convert mentioned a-WM 1: 
bove , ſo it's taken notice of alſo in the Apoſtoli-M h. 
cal Conſtitutions, Evz«is VN Dd pare, an, D. 
x) rgrafeeuwy Mages maeRrAnmnuols, ( L. 2. cap. 41.) Pour- fo 
ing ſoft Medicines ibat may prevent Scars, and waſhing be. 
them with Words of Conſolation. And as in all this h . 
is eaſily ſeen how the Miniſters Power in Abſolu-Wſ 
tion is all Miniſterial; ſo when they aſſumed greater H. 
Authority they were cenſured as too Phari/aical, and 
were told that Men in the Remiſſion of Sins, only uit 
their Miniſtry , but exerciſe no Right of any Authority ; ſha 
--- bomines autem in remifjione peccatorum MiniſteriumW 0 
ſuum exhibent, non jus alicujus poteſtatis exercent, (Hi. 
_ Matt. cap. 16. Ambr. de Spir. Sant. L. 3. c 
| x9. | . 
As to the Abſolution of private Sinners, I do not 
find any greater Difference than what either the 
Nature or the Privacy of the Work required. | 
the Offence was not notorious, by which J mean 
ſuch as the Canons of the Church had not ani- 
madverted on, the Remiſſion of it ſeems to has 


been left to the Sinners own perſonal Contrition 
and 


/ / Sn 
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ub and Repentance, without any Interpoſition of the 


— monition and Reproof were neceſſary. For ſo I 
1a. Ml underſtand choſe Words of the Apoſtolical Conſti- 


he tutions, The Biſhop muſt embrace thoſe of his Flock, that 
are without S pots; and if they have Blemiſhes , let him 


ce WI either cure them, or if they be to be deſpaired of, let him 
s % £6207 out, but not haſtily cut them off,(L.. 2. cap. 37. ) 
of MW And although St. Cyprian does ſay, Cum in minori- 
ter bus peccatis agant peccatores pænitentiam quito tempore, 


ed &, That in leſſer Sins the Sinners do the Acts of Repen- 
"WY cance, &c. ( Ep. 16, 18.) By minora Peccata, I there 
m. underſtand ſuch Sins as the Canons and Uſage of 
5 95 the Church remitted with a ſhorter Penance and 
ne leſſer Severity, than was required of thoſe who had 
a- lapſed into Idolatry. If che Sin was very groſs and 
li- hcincus, the Miniſter required as many of theſe 
ns, MI Penitencial Acts as could well with Privacy beſper- 
ur. Ml formed, and upon them the Offender was admit- 
ung ted to the Communion of the Church, as is be- 
5 u (ere related. But foraſmuch as private Sins were 
uM ciicfly to be known by the Confeſſion of the Par- 
iter tv, labouring under the ſevere Convictions of Con- 
and Cience; 1 do nor ſee that any thing was required 


%o be done that might expoſe ſuch an one to open 


); fame. But whether I am miſtaken in that or no, 


um W our Buſineſs is chiefly to obſerve that there are no 


li- Lootſteps of any other Method or Manner of ab- 
.c (ring ſuch Penitents, but by admitting them to 
ne Communion , with Prayers and Impoſition of 
Hands. The Learned Morinus (De Pen. L. ix. c. 31.) 


obſerve in the Abſolution of ſick and dying Peni- 
nts, who had not yet fulfill'd the time of their Pe- 
mnce ; and therefore becauſe in Extremities were 
'0 have cheir private Abſolution ; inſtead of 


AVy 


and 8 and 


Miniſters Office and Authority, unleſs where Ad- 


rms the ſame Thing, and from what one may 


ion being 4% “ved by the Biſhop aſſembled with his Clergy 
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and the Congregation round about him, as the public Ab. 
ſolution required, ( Cypr. Ep. 19.) After an Ac. 
knowledgement of their Crime, and Impoſition of 
Hands by the Prieſt, which was always attended 
with Prayer, they were admitted to partake of the 
- Communion: And this was their Abſolution. (4. Con 
L. 2. c. 18.) All was done by the Exerciſe of a Minife. 
rial Office or Power; nor was there any Judicial Fin 
or Authority of Abſolution pretended, to until abou 
the Ninth or Tenth Century at the ſooneſt, and then 
complained of by many. And which is more tg 
the Purpoſe, that Inſtance in the Ninth Century 
of Hincmar, Biſhop of Rhemes, ſending Letters o 
Abſolution to Hildebold, (Dr. B.'s Vind. p. 24.) 
who in other Letters to him had deſired ſuch, ſhews 
molt plainly that the effectual Remiſſion of his 
Sins was more to be aſcribed to his Prayers than 
to his Abſolution by Apoſtolical Authority, Why elle 
did he, aiter he had given that, pray to God to for- 
give him by the Grace of his Holy Spirit ; to deliver him 
from all Evil; to keep him in perpetual Peace, and guidt 
him to eternal Life ? This is ſo far agreeable to the 
Senſe and Practice of the Ancient Church, that] 
while the Miniſtry of the Clergy is made uſe of in 
the Abſolution of Sinners, yet the Efficacy of it vil ... 
aſcribed to Prayer, and the a&ual Operation of it to , 
the Holy Ghoſt. 3 | 
If this were, as I have, I hope, ſufficiently pro- 
ved, the true State of the Primitive Diſcipline and WI 
Practice in the Abſolution of Sinners, purſuant'to I; 
Chrifts Commiſſion and without any Claim cr 
Knowledge of a Judicial Authority therein: Then % 
I think I have Reaſon to ſay that ſuch a Judicial Me; 
Authority of ib/olving was not inſtituted or appoint-· . 
ed by Jeſus Chrift ; becauſe unknown to the Pri-W:, 
mitive Chriſtians, 
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total Abſolution was ever look'd on or taught by 
any but the Church of Rome, as a Means ordinarily 
rec ſary to the Forgivenels of Sins. The impoſing 
this as 2 Means ordinarily neceſſary to Salvation, 
ij one of the moſt dangerous Corruptions of our 
Religion that that Church has introduced. How 


can that be thought neceſſary to the Forgiveneſs of 


Gins, which the Primitive Church for ſeveral hun- 
dred Years had no Knowledge of? This is to ſup- 
poſe the Primitive Chriſtians, who, as neareſt to 
the Fountain Head , were like to underſtand Chri- 
ſtianity beſt, to have been ignorant in one of the 
main Fundamentals of it. This would be a ſevere 
Imputation. And yet it muſt carry all this, to aſ- 
ſert a Power neceſſary to Salvation; which there 
are no Proofs,no Inſtances of in all the PrimitiveA- 
ges of Chriſtianity. 

Our firſt Reformers,and ourDivines ſince the Re- 
formation, do plead for a Power of Abſolution by 
Virtue of Chriſt's Commiſion. But as the greateſt 
Part of them intend no more than a Miniſſterial 
Power by the Application of God's Word and Sacra- 
mts; S0 they maintain no other Neceſſity of it than 
32 Means of comforting doubtful and diſturbed Conſci- 
(CES, | | ; 
Arch.Cranmer as heartily recommends the Practice 
of receiving Sacerdotal Abſolution, as any one that 
know of; yet even in the Paſſages cited by Dr. B. 
nd. p. 30.) he only recommends it, when a Man 
cr Baptiſm hath grievouſly ſianed, and duubteth in his 
Conſcience, whether he be in the Favonr of God or no, 
« oftentimes it happeneth ; and becauſe then it is hard 


for him to tru H to his own Imagination, -— for an Op. 


wo! without God's Mord is not a true Faythe ; he would 


are him go jo ene of the Miniſters of the Church, and 


3 knows= 


4 


2. My ſecond Exception is, that no ſuch Sacer- 
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Children --- when Jour Sins ay males you afratd and ſadde, 


he be in God's Fawonr or no ; aud can hardly truſt to bis 
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knowledge and confeſs his Sin, and pray him, that accord. 
ing to God's Commandment be will gibe him Abfolutis: 
aud comfozt him wich the Wozd of Gzace and Fozgyve; 
nels of his Sunnes. This is no more than 3 
Miniſterial Abſolution , for comforting the doubt— 
ful Conſcience. And again, (p.31.) Wherefore good 


then ſeek and deſyre Abſolution and Forgyweneſs of Sins 
of the Miniſters which hade received a Commiſſion and 
Commandment from Christ himſelf to forgive Men their 
Sins, and then your Conſciences ſhall have Peate, and 
Tranquility, and Quie:iels. And afterwards , 
that our Saviour Chriſt did inſtitute and appoint it for 
this Purpoſe, that cur Conlcicuces might thereby be Com 
fozted and aſlired of the Fo:givenelſs of Sins. But here 
is not one Word in all this, that this Abſolution 5; 
appointed as a cans ordinarily neceſſary to a Pardon, 
and without which God will not forgive them: 
But that en a Man doubteth in his Conſcience whethe 


bug arid. Yd. wed Coo in ones Ru” ions: 


own Imagination; by the Judgment of his Miniſter 
and Authority of his Abſolution, his Conſcience 
might be comfozted and aſſured of the Forgivencs f 
Sins. . | 
Biſhop Andreu, who aſcribes alſo a great deal to v 
the Authority of the Abſolution, yet ſeems Wn 
found the Reaſon of it on the Scruples and DoubtsM fi 
that may poſſels Men's Minds: For moſt uſual it i i 
for Men at their Ends to doubt, not of the Power of remi- 1 
ting Sins, but of their o Dilpoſition to receive it; and to 
het her they have ordered the matter ſo , as that they l gr 
within the Compaſs of God's effetfual Calling to wh R. 
it belonzath, p. 64, 65. As this. is the Reaſon of ul T! 
{o God gave it and penm'd it exceeding effectually bar 
to the end that thereby ſuch poor Sinners as jhall be Pan lm 
hers of it, Wight have Wtong Conlſolation and perkech I HH, 
lurance, mot 70 waver in the Hope that 3s ſet before teu Pl, 


Dino 
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hom 
of it 
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. 
gidop Hall, who is another of our Divines, whoſe 
Authority Dr. B. in the Vindication of his Sermon 
appeals to, calls it expreſly in the Paſſages cited, 4 
Power not Sovereign and Abſolute, but Limited and Mi⸗ 
niſterial, for gutezing the Conlcience of che Penitent- 
And adds, It cannot therefore but be a great Comfozt and 
C::dial Aſſurance 20 the Penitent Soul, to hear the Mini- 


% God, &c. He calls it again mot ſo much 4 


Precatoz, * Declaratoꝛy Benediction of our Spiritual 
Fathers, ſent 715 out of Heawen, Thus, according tO 
three in four of Dr. Brett's own Authorities, it is 
ſach a Power of Abſolving, whereby the Doubt- 
fel ond Troubled Conſcience may have Comfort, 
4 ebe, and Aſſurance of Pardon, more than the Sin- 
ners cwn Private Thoughts or Imaginations can 
But it is not affirmed by any of them to be 
\ceiary before God himſelf to the obtaining Par- 
den from Heaven. If Biſhop Sparrow has advan- 
ced farther in this Matter, I leave him, as I do alſo 
D. H:ylin, in the ſame Claſs with Dr. B. and Mr. 
R. I. whoſe Authorities I think my ſelf under no 
Obligations to follow farther than either Scripture, 
Reaſon or Antiquity, can ſupport them. 8 
Other Divines we have of very great Note, and 
who if they did not declare againſt the Doctrines 
now in diſpute, would be called ſhining Lights. The 
firſt of theſe that I ſhall mention is Mr. Hooker ; who 
is ſo far from making the Sacerdotal Abſolution by 
a Verbal Sentence, a Mean. Ordinarily Neceſſary 
to Salvation, that he lays this down as one of the 
great Differences between Us and the Church of 
Rome as to this Matter: ( Book 6. Ed. 1 662. p. 168, 169.) 
That they make all Sores ſeem incurable, unleſs the Prieſt 
have a Hand in them, So that except the Prieſt be wil- 
lg, God has hampered himſelf by hs Promiſe ; and no 
Humiliation will prevail, or help, till ſuch time as the 
Pleaſure of the Prieſt be known, till be have Signed ms 4 
88 9 Pardun. 
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Do 
Pardon. — Thus the Papacy maketh all Sin unparty, 
able which hath not the Prieſt's Abſolution. If this b. 
true, Dr. Bs and Mr. L's Sacerdotal Abſoluticn 
muſt be Popery, as the Lord Biſhop of Oxford jut: 
ly hinted. N 
Archbiſhop Laud, who had no Inclination to de. 


preſs the Power or Office of the Chriſtian Prieſt. l 


hood, in expreſs Words declares, That as ſome in. 
poſe no other Enforcement to receive Abſolution, than thij 
Chriſtian Care to Eaſe their oꝛun Conſcience ſhall lead they 
to: (Hiſtory of Troubles, p. 107.) So if you mark it 
you ſhall find that our Saviour Chrift, 29ho gives to th 
Prie fi full Power of the Keys, to Bind and Looſe, that is, 
to receive Confeſſion, and to Abſolve, or not Abſolwe, as he 
ſees Cauſe in the Delinquent ; yet you ſhall not find am 
Command of his to enforce Men to come to the Prieft t 
receive this Benefit. Tis enough that he has left Power in 
the Miniſtry of the Church, to give Penitent Chriſtians 
this Eaſe, Safety and Comfo2t, If they pill receive it 
when they need. King Fames the Firſt was alſo 
thought to ſpeak with greatJudgment ; and what he 
ſaid was very much approved, when he ſaid, (Biſnop 
Barlow's Hampton-Court Confer, p. 8.) That there be. 
ing only two kinds of Abſolution from God, the one Gene. 
ral, the other Particular : For the firſt, all Prayers ani 
Preachings do import an Abſolution. For the Second, it 
25 to be applied to Special Parties, who having committed 
4 Scandal, and Repenting, are Abſolved : Otherwiſe 
where there precedes not either Excommunication or Penance, 
there needs no Ablolutton, Fo 
Dr. Hammond alſo underſtands our Saviour“ 
Words chiefly as the Primitive Church, and King 
Fames had done; (Power of the Keys, p. 447.) to in- 
clude the Power of Binding and Looſing by Churci- 
Cenſures, and the Relaxation of them; by Debarring 
or Admitting to the Sacraments and Divine Offices 


of the Church, But when he comes to the Caſe 


ol 
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of Voluntary and Uncenſured Penitents : 1ſt, He 
makes the Penztents Voluntary Confeſſion, and ſuffering 
himſelf to be Bound by way of Penance, to be left ro bis 
dun Liberty, Will oz Choice; And, 2d, his Abſolution 


t1 be propter Majorem cautelam, to ſatisfy bis 


Trembling Conſcience, and to aſſure him that God hath 


firgiven him. All the Neceſſity of it that he aſſerts, 


z to him hoſe Conſcience either is not able to perfoum 


and go thzongh the TUozk of Inwatd Repentance with 


Cod alone; or is not able to latisky it ſelf with ſuch Per- 


furmance without the Miniſter's Aſſiſtance called in. To 


this Purpoſe he cites the Words of the Second Ex- 


hortation before the Communion ; the laſt of 


which are thus: That by the Miniſtry of God's Word, 
he may receive Comfort, and the Benefit of Abſolution, to 
the quieting of his Conſcience, and avoiding all Scruple 
and Doubtfulneſß. And then he immediately adds; 
All which being an Exhortation of the Church belonging 
to 4 Particular Caſe ; viz. that of a Scrupulous Doubt- 
ing, Unſatisfied Conſcience wanting Comfort; or 
in Dr. Hammond's own Words, | When a Man by the 
Uſe of all Helps which are within his own reach, cannot 
attain to a Quiet of Conſcience, or be ſatisfied that He is 
fit ro receive the Holy Communion, | as they do imply that 
tooſe foreſaid Means, viz. Repentance and Confeſſion 
to God, and Reconciliation with their Offended 
Brethren, may happily ſerve the Turn without opening bis 
Caſeto the Miniſter,and conſequently without Ablolution: 


Ws they are 4 fervent Exhortation to all, in caſe thoſe 
Means prove not ſucceſsful, to ſeek out, and make uſe of 


ther Auxiliaries : viz. The Benefit of Abſolution, 
waich the Church /ignifies to be Beneficial to him that 
vanteth Comfort, by the C e e g of his Mi- 
"ter upon his Caſe, to be Comforted as to has good Eſtate. 
but if he can be ſatisfied in his Conſcience, Re- 
pentance may happily ſerve his Turn without open- 
vg his Caſe to the Miniſter, and conſequently with- 

. 1” | out 
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out Abſolution. This is Dr. Hammond's Account of 
the Church's Senſe of the Neceſſity of Abſolution. 
Neceſſary as a Means to quiet Uneaſy Conſcien- 
ces, but not as a Means Ordinarily Neceſſary to our 
Peace with God. It was aſſuredly in view of ſuch 


Authorities as theſe, that Archbiſhop Tillotſon ſaid, 
(Vol. x1. Serm. 12. p. 359.) That the. Proteſtants d 


not make the Abſolution of the Prieſt at all Neceſſary ty 
the Forgiveneſs of Sins, but only Convenient for the Satiſ. 
faction and Comfort of the Penitent. 


I think my Lord Biſhop of Oxford's Account of 


our Church's Senſe of the Neceſſity of Abſolution, 
(Charge, p. 12, 13.) is very agreeable to this of 
theſe Great Men. And therefore I am at a Loſs 
for a Good Reaſon why his Lordſhip ſhould be ſo 
pertly Expoſtulated with, as tho' he had even with 
Singularity come ſhort of the Rules of our Church; 
when He had the Authority of ſuch ſhining Lights to 
ſupport the Judgment that he gave of them. But 
Dr. B. (Append. p. 103.) and Mr. L. (p. 28.) tell the 
Biſhop, that the Church declares Abſolution ne- 
cCeſſary to a Pardon, becauſe it daily uſes.it in its Ser- 
vice. They might as well have ſaid, that the Church 
makes the Reading every Day a certain Portion of 
| David's Pſalms, Ordinarily Neceſſary to our Peace 
with God, becauſe She directs ſuch a Portion to be 
read twice every Day in the Daily Service of the 
Church. Tf ſome People will not ape nw 
tween what the Church appoints for Inſtruction, 
what for Comfort, and what for Neceſſary Duty, 
but will make all alike Neceſſary, who can help it 
I cannot but think that any Biſhop, even if his 
own Authority had not been enough, is jet, 
ſufficiently Juſtified by the Concurrent Sentiment 
of the Generality of our Divines, to aſſert no other 
Neceſſity of ſuch Sacerdotal Abſoluticn, than as a Means 
to Quiet afflicied and doubtful Conſciences; but not 4 
Neceſlary 
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Neceſſary to make our Peace with God. Nor in- 
geed can any greater Streſs be laid on it, without 


0 


and Popiſh Error. And that is tage 


running to another and a higher Pitch of Novelty 


z. Third Thing which IT have to except againſt 
Mr. L. and Dr. B's Doctrine of Sacerdotal Abſolu— 
tim; viz. That they even aſcribe a Real Efficacy to 
id and make it not only a Means of A4fjuring us of a 


Pardon, but of Conveying our Pardon to us; where- 
by even Repentance it ſelf owes its Succeſs and Effi- 


cacy, under the Mediation of Jeſus Chriſt, to the 


Authority of the Prieſt's Abſolution. It is upon this 


Ground, and I think it can be upon no other, that 
Dr. B. (Cerm. p. 34.) declares Repentance to be lnſuf- 
fcient for our Pardon, without Abſolution. Repentance 
may 2ualify us for Receiving it, but it cannot Aſſure 
us that we are actually Pardoned without the Prieſt's 
Abſolution. And in his Vindication of that Ser- 
mon (P. 51.) he makes the Prieſt's Declaration and 
Pronunciation, zo be Effectual to the Remiſſion of Sins. 


And Mr. L. that the Prieſt brings God's Pardon, and 


he has Authority effectually to apply it to Sinners: For 
the Prieſt's Pronouncing the Sentence is Effedive, 
Tudicial, Inſuring and Conveying the very Abſolut ion or 
Remiſjion it ſelf. (Bp. Ox. Ch. Conf. p. 33, 34.) So 
allo ſays Cardinal Bellarmine, Active & proxime, at- 
que inſtrument aliter efficit gratiam juſtifications, De Sa- 
cament, lib. 2. cap. I. It attively, immediately and in- 
frumentally eſfecteth the Grace of Fuſtification.. Not ſo 
the Learned and Celebrated Dr. Hammond; he ſup- 
poſes that Repentance may happily do the Work 
ond ſerve the Turn, without opening his Caſe to the Mini- 
fer, and conſequently without Abſolution. Nay, in truth, 


not ſo, the Generality of the Popiſh Doctors, who, 


until the Council of Trent had bound them to it, 
ere more Modeſt and Judicious. | 
| | So 
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Popiſh, that, in Truth, it is the Higheſt Pitch of 


gers of the Papal Intereſt in t 


quiry how far the Canons of that Council were 
agreeable to Catholick Tradition, has given us a good 


* Penance} the Council of Trent denounces an Ani. 
A thema againſt thoſe who affirm Abſolution to be onh 


never hold to make Abſolution to confer the Grace 
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So little Reaſon therefore have theſe Gentlemen 
to be offended with the Lord Biſhop of Oxford for 
Repreſenting this New Sacerdotal Abſolution a; 


Popery, and ſuch as ſeveral of their Divines would 
never have riſen up to, had not the Crafty Manz. 
hat Council obliged | 


them to it by Anathema's. 


The late Learned Biſhop Stilling fleet, in his En- 


Account of this Matter; (Council of Trent examin'l, 
?. 88.) which I hope it will not be improper for 
the Reader to have ſome of. Ed 


© As to the Form of this Sacrament | viz. of 


© Declarative of the Remiſſion of Sins: And yet I ſhal 
* prove, faith he, that this as the more current Do- 
** E&rine even of the Church of Rome, up to the Mafer 


© of rhe Sentences. | | 
Gabriel Biel ſaith, the Ancient Doctors did con. 


* monly follow it; and to Scotus's Arguments againſt it, 
ce K ok We . 

he anſwers, That true Contrition obtains Pardon with 
God before Sacerdotal Abſolution, but not with thi 
* Charch; which, as the Biſhop well obſerves, wil 


- Remiſſion, if the Sin be really forgiven be- 
ore. 5 
Marſilius faith, © that God forgives Sin upon Contri- 
tion Authozitatively; the Prieſt's Abſolution is Pitt 
e ſterial in the Court of Conſcience and befoze the Church. 
And thoſe Sins which God firſt Abſolves from Paitt 
* pally and Authentically, he Prizf afterwards Ablolbes 

* from in Right of the Church a its Miniſter. 5 
= ofat 
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Tofatws faith, ce that the Prieſt's Abſolution follows 
e God's. | 
for © kam, © that the Prieſts then bind and looſe, when 
a Ockam, 5 

they em Men to be Bound and Looſod. 

Gulielmus Antiſſiodore, that Contrition takes a- 
a the Guilt and Puniſhment of Sin, as to God and 

. Conſcience, hut not as to the Church; for a Man ic 
« fill bound to undergo the Penance which the Church 
cc enjoyns him. | e 
En. Bonaventure, that Abſolution pꝛeſuppoſes Gzace, 
* for n0 Prieſt would Abſolve one whom he did not Pre- 
© ſume that God had Abſolved befoze. 
„/ Alexander Hales, ©* that where God doth not begin 
MW in Abſolution, the Prieſt cannot make it up. 

© But the Maſter of the Sentences Himſelf moſt 
fully handles this Point; and he ſhews from the 
of ME Fathers, that God alone can Remit Sin, both as to the 
Ana- ; Fault, and the P uniſhment due to it : and the Power of 
onl « the Keys, he faith, & like the Prieſts Fudgment about 
foal * Leproſy in the Levitical Law. God heal'd the Perſon, 
De- and the Prieſt declared him healed. Or as our Sawiour 
after ® firſt Raiſed Lazarus, then gave him to hi Diſciples 

* to be Looſed, He Looſed before God, but not in the 

com- | Face of the Church, but by the Prieſt's Fudgment. 
fi, Amther way, faith he, Prieſts bind by enfoyning Pe- 
with MW vnc, and they looſe by Remitting it; or Re-admitting 
' Perſons to Communion upon Performing it. 
This, that very Learned Biſhop cells us, was the 
uirent Doctrine even of the Church of Rome, al- 


be- Wolt to the Council of Trent. It was chiefly oppo- 
aby Aguinas and Scotus, and carried in that Coun- 
rri- il by the Sway of the Franciſcans and Dominicans. 
pini⸗ No that ic was the very Height of Popery eftabliſh'd 
urth., Un that Corrupt Council, that the Prieft's Verbal 
tic lation is Neceſſary to the Pardon of Sin, and that 
olves rich gives Efficacy to Repentance. The Genera- 


ty of the Church of Rome before that time, were 
con- 


tat 


©. 
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contented with a Lower Pitch of the Sacerdot 
Powers, and did maintain, 1. That the Sin w 
and ought to be Forgiven with God, before ti 
Prieſt's Abſolution be Pronounced. 2. Thar i 
Prieſt's Abſolution was not Fudicial, or an Effi 
Cauſe of the Sinner's Pardon, but only Declara 
of his Caſe, that God had Pardoned him. 1. Ad 
that this was chiefly inſiſted on and neceſſary as x 
Act of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline : He Abſolves in Rig 
of the Church as its Miniſter : He # before Looſed bej 
God, without it ; but not in the Face of the Church, þ 
by the Prieſt's Fudgment., 

Why then ſhould thoſe Men, who Maintain t! 
Prieſt's Verbal, Judicial Abſolution, for thar is th 
Doctrine in Queſtion, to be Ordinarily Neceſſar) 
the Forgiveneſs of Sins, and to bring the Pardon fy 
God, &c. be offended that the World ſhould cry o 
againſt this as Popijy, when it's what even Poper 
it ſelf while it had any Modeſty, would not pre 
rend to 7. 5 

Dr. Hammond, as we have ſeen already, thoug 
otherwiſe. And in his View of the Directory(p.370 
he calls the Power of the Keys the Power of the Chunth 
in Pronouncing God's Pardon, and afuaily giving i 
Pardon and Peace of the Church, 44 Neceſſary Expre 
(ion of Chriſtian Charity in every Church to its Poor Me 
bers, &c. Dr. B. ſays (Serm. p. II, 20.) that f 
Sinner cannot be Releaſed until the Prieſt has Releaſt 
him, and when they judge it neceſſury God confirms | 
But others tell us, that the Sacerdotal Abſolutio 
chiefly reſpects the Church, where Scandal or 0 
fence has been committed againſt the Brethren 
and that the Peace of the Church always ſuppoſed Pe 
o2vith God to be made firſt. (Vid. Not. in Cypr. de Lap 
And the Church of Rome it ſelf, as we have ect 
was once of that Opinion, 
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Archbiſhop Uſher, from the Romiſh Doctors, ſhews 
the Power of the Keys to be by way of Interceſſion only 
and Deprecation, not by imparting any immediate Abſo- 
ſion. (P. 126.) . * N 

He ſays that the Miniſters are by their Function ap. 
pointed to he Witneffes, rather than Conferrers of that 
W ci. (Anſw. to Jeſuits Challenge, p. 142.) And to 
their Power of Abſolving by the Miniſtry of the 
Word, he applies the Words of Optatus about Bap- 
tim, (p. 141.) Not the Miniſter, but the Faith of tbe 
Believer, and the Trinity, do bring theſe things unto Men. 
MP. 143.) he appeals ro the Authority of St. Jerome, 
in g and of Peter Lombard from him, to prove the Sacer- 
> Ui Jotal Abſolution to be only Declarative, like that of 
the Jewiſh Prieſts in the x3th of Leviticus, (Levit. | 
13. 44.) Where the Laws are ſet down that concern the 
Looy, ( which was a Type of the Pollution of Sin,) we 
meet often with theſe Expreſſions, The Prieſts ſhall Cleanſe 
him, and the Prieſt ſhall Pollute him: Not that he z5 the 
Author of bis Pollution, but that he Declared him to be 
Poluted, which before to Many did ſeem to have been 
clean. So the Prieſts forgive Sins while they Shew, 
or Declare, that they are forgiven by God. 

And having before given the very Senſe of Alexan- 
er Hales, and Bonadventure, and the Maſter of the 
Sentences, as they have been cited above by Bi- 


5.370 
Church 
ing il 
Expr 
r Me 


— ſhop Stilling fleet, he adds (p. 132.) And this looſing 
ae, f Men by the Fudgment of the Prieſt, is by the Fathers 
uti generally accounted nothing elſe, but a Reltozing them to 


he Peace of the Church, and Admitting them to the 
Lord Table again — Neither do ] find that they did ever 
e any ſuch formal Abſolution as this, I Abſolve thee from 
ly Sins, wherein our Popiſh Prieſts do place the very 
um of their late deviſed Sacrament of Penance, | 


or O 
ethre 
ed Pei 
Lap 
re ſeel 


would it not be tedious to the Reader as well as 
my ſelf, I could produce ſeveral Paſſages out of 


c 
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Mr. Hooker s 6th Book to this purpoſe. But I will n. 
ther recommend to him the Reading that whole 
Chapter which is about Abſolution, in which he 
will find a great many Things on this Subject very 
Judicious and very Inſtructive. 


4. Another Objection againſt Dr. B's and Mr. L; 
Sacerdotal Abſolution, is the making it ſtrialy Ju- 
dicial; which is as ridiculous an Abſurdity, and ai 
_— Banter on Chriſtianity as any I ever mel 
with. | | 5 
- There needs no more to prove the Truth andi 
Juſtice of this Charge, than to ſtate fairly the true 
Notion of a Judicial Abſolution, as Maintained by 
theſe Men in oppoſition to a Declararive one. 

If they meant no more by Judicial than a Decla. 
ration of the Judgment of the Church as to Out- 
ward and Viſible Communion, we ſhould make no 
great Scruples about it: But this will not do, 
Dr. B. declares ( Serm. p.34, 37.) that upon the Abſo- 
lution of the Prieſt, the Sinner has his Pardon acta. 
ally ſealed in Heaven, whoſe Repentance without 
that would ſignify nothing. So that by Virtue o 
the Authoritative Sentence of the Prieſt, he is as /un 
of a Pardon, as if an Angel brought it himf rom Heaven 
Dr. Heylin, who was alſo a zealous Stickler in all 
theſe Points, ſpeaks of a Declarative Abſolution 2 
inſufficient, and tells us, that the Prieſt's Power i 
the Remiſſion of Sins is like that of a Fudge under Sove 
reign Princes, who by the Power committed to them, a 
actually Abſolve the Party which is brought before them 
F on good Ground they find him Innocent of the Crimes | 
ſtands accuſed of, and ſo Diſcharge him of his Iron 


So that if there be any thing in the Force of the 
Alluſion here made to the Authority of a Judge # | 
the very Nature of a Judicial Sentence is, that it * 


not as to the Succefs of it Conditional and Uncer) 
pain] 
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| tain ; But abſolutely and actually certain upon the 
Sentence and by the Authority of the Judge. For 
as Dr. Taylor, ( Du. Dub. p. 587.) has well ob⸗ 


ſerved, The Error of the Fudge does not make the Sen- 
tence invalid; but hs Authority prevails above his Error: 
So that Right or Wrong, if a Man be condemned he ſhall 
die for it. Whereas the declarative Abſolution is only 


pronouncing the Fudgment of the Church by its Mini- 


ters, according to the outward Appearance of the 
Caſe. And chis made Mr. Hooker to ſay, (p. 170.) 
that the Uſe of Power over voluntary Converts to 
bind and looſe, will not permit that it ſhould ſignify any o- 


ther, than to pronounce of Sinners according to that which 


may be gathered by outward Signs ; becauſe really to 
effect the Removal of Sin from the Soul is no Prieſtly Act, 
hut 4 Work that far exceedeth their Ability. So that 
from theſe Accounts of the Sentiments of Men on 


either Side, the true Difference between a declara- 


five and judicial Abſolution ſeems to be this: The 
Declarative is only pronouncing the Prieſt's Fudgment 
of the Caſe, as far as it is to be gather'd by outward 
Signs ; but it leaves the Succeſs of it with God to 
depend on the Sincerity of the Penitent, and on 
the Truth of his Repentance. Whereas the Fudi- 
da, though» ic requires Repentance alſo , yet it 
makes the Pr/e? the Fudge of it, and upon his Tile 
ment it brings a certain actual Pardon not to be rever- 
ſed in Heaven. If ir does not import thus much, 
tis very improperly and abſurdly called Judicial, 
vich Reſpe& to Cod. | . 
Now it ds to me that the aſſerting ſuch a Pow - 
er to an; Prieſt, with leſs than miraculous En- 


wwments , is ridiculouſly abſurd. Becauſe - is 


king him aPeremptory,and as it were a Final Fudge, 


Wil chat which without a Capacity of ſearching 


E, , : 5 1 
ic Mens Hearts, no Prieſt can be aſcertained of. And 


onlequentiy it is giving him a Power of Pronoun- 
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cing a certain actual Pardon to Sinners, by his own 
Perſonal Sentence and Judgment, when in the very 
Nature of Things he can pronounce with reſpect 
to God only a conditional One. There are very few 
Inſtances in which a Prieſt can ſay Abſolutely and 
Peremptorily, and with full Certainty , Thy Sins 
are forgiven thee. Or, I do by God's Authority aGually 
diſcharge thee , and thou art actually diſcharged in Hea- 
ven. He can never truly ſay this, unleſs he can be 
ſure that the Sinner's Repentance is ſincere. And , 
how can he be ſure of this, who knows not the , 
Heart of Man? If he leaves the Succeſs of the 
Abſolution to depend on the Penitent's Sincerity, ; 
how can he then tell him that he is atually forgiven, Y ; 
For it may be his Abſolution is good for nothing. | 1 
It is good for nothing if the Penitent be not ſin- 

cere. And where then is the Aſſurance, or Beneft, I 
or Comfort of it? To pronounce therefore that to Y] 0 
be certain, actual, and peremptory by Virtue of the I p. 
Authoritative Sentence of the Prieſt , which in it ſelf 1. 
is Conditional, and with reſpect to all but God is th 
Uncertain ; is an Abſurdity that T would not have be 
Diſputants in Chriſtian Divinity to fall into. It I; 
was this that inclined Archbiſhop Tillotſon, ( Vol. J tj 
XII. Serm. 12.) to think the Power of the hg 
Keys, or of remitting and retaining Sins, to be an Ex- ten 
traordinary Power given to the Apoſtles, and to itn 
belong to and depend on the miraculous Gift of diſcern- der 
ing of Spirits, or knowing the Secrets of Men's Hearts. I nent 
They who had this Privilege might do this upon certain ing ; 
Grounds, and were ſecured from Miſtake in the Exerciſe Whe 
of their Power upon particular Perſons : Which the Pritſti ¶ for ſ 
and Miniſters of the Church now are not, nor can be, be- tion 
cauſe they cannot ſee into Men's Hearts, whether they bY not! 
truly Penitent and qualified for Forgiveneſs or no. Dr. 
Brett, (Vindicat. p. 8, 9.) thinks it a ſufficient Re- 


ply to all this, to obſerve that rhe Apoſtles — 
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Binding and Looſing was not founded on their extraordi- 
nary and miraculous Gifts, but on their ordinary Aut bo- 
rity, which 24s to continue with their Succeſſors for e- 
ver. And if he would contend for no greater Pow- 
er of Abſolution than what is exerciſed by admit- 
ting into the Communion of the Church, and re- 
leaſing of Church Cenſures, and ſuch Acts of viſi- 
ble Diſcipline alone, we could very eaſily agree 
with him. But if he will carry this Power ſo high 
as to include the actual Efficacy of the Judicial Sen- 
rence of the Prieſt to aſcertain an inſtantaneous Pardon 
with God, that ſhall never be revers'd or repealed 
in Heaven; it does neceſſarily require ſuch a Mi- 
raculous Gift, and can never be ſafely rely'd on 
without it. For let us conſider, ID 

1. If the Penitent ſhould not be ſincere and du- 
ly qualified for Forgiveneſs according to the Laws 
of the Goſpel, will the miſtaken Abſolution of the 
Prieſt diſcharge him? I promiſe my ſelf that they 
will anſwer, No. 2. Does not then the Succeſs of 
the Abſolution depend very much on the Sinners 
being truly Penitent ?I hope they will anſwer, Yes. 
3. Have the Chriſtian Prieſts then any way of at- 
raining to a certain Knowledge of Sinners Hearts 
how far they are truly Penitent ? Ir cannot be pre- 
tended that they have. Wherefore , 4. Laſtly, Is 
it not then ridiculous, to ſay no worſe, to claim un- 
der Chriſt a Power of paſſing ſuch a certain Fudg- 


„ven upon the Sinners Caſe as ſhall be actually bind- 


ing in Heaven, and without any Danger of Repeal : 
When its plain that we have no manner of Capacity 
for ſuch a Certainty of Judgment, or for an Abſolu- 


don fo entirely to be depended on? Have there 


not been ten thouſand times ten thouſand Abſoluti- 
ons given, that are no better than dangerous and 
fatal Deluſions? What in God's Name is then the 
Power that we plead for? A Power only to abuſe 
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and by Deluſions to deſtroy our Chriſtian Bre- 
cthren 2 This is the Caſe whereever the want of 
true Repentance in the Sinner, or Ignorance or 

Corruption in the Prieſt, leads to a miſtaken Abſo- 
lution. Let the Church of Rome then, who mean 
all this by a Judicial Abſolution, plead for it. But 
let not thoſe who are offended to be thought well 
affected to the Corruptions of Popery, plead for a Pow- 
er that is ſo truly Popery , and none of the leaſt of 
its Corruptions, Let us not be zealous in contend- 
ing for a ſuperior Degree of Power, that Chriſt 
has given us no Capacity for. The Proteſtants 
Abſolution is more modeſt and reaſonable: its on- | 
ly a Declaration of the Prieſt's Judgment upon the 

aſe, that has indeed its Efe& where the Sinner is 
truly Penitent, but gives no Manner of Comfort, but 
what muſt depend on the Aſſurance of that: There- f 
fore ſays Biſh. Taylor, in the Page above - cited, the 
of the Keys does differ from proper Furiſdiction in tbis great 1 1 
Thing, that if the Keys be righly uſed they do Bind or | 
Looſe reſpectively ; but if they err, they do nothing upon tt 
the Subject, they neither Bind nor Looſe — the Church 1 1; 
gives nothing but the Sentence of God, and tells upon what FF t| 
Terms God will or will not pardon. — So that if the to 
Prieſt as deceived, he i deceived for himſelf , and for no . 

body elſe ; he alters nothing of the State of the Soul by bit YI . 

quick Abſolution. And then he recites St. Ferom'sAlluſi- | 

on of the Levitical Prieſts cleanſing the Leper, only by ha 
declaring him olean; and thoſe other Words of his, W EI 
that God reſpects the Life of the Penitent, not the Sen. Va 
rence of the Prieſt. Dr. Hammond (p. 449.) allo, up- pc: 
on thatQueſtion, whetherAbſolution in the Church IF /1- 
be only Declarative, expreſſes himſelf thus; For the 44 
Church's Abſolution being not the actual, eternal Pardon YI the 
of Sins in Heaven, (which is left to beGod'sWork,who juiii- WF ver 
nethSinners, except by bay of Conſequence upon this Promiſe Y © 
of God's) but Abſolution being peculiarly the freeing the I nd 
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Penitent from Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures here below — it is 
the Peace, or Favour, or Pardon of the Church peculiar- 
ly, but not God's Peace, or Pardon, or Favour directly, It 
is Judicial with Reſpect to the Authority and Com- 
munion of the Church ; but wich God it can but 
de Condit. al. Oh, but ſays Mr. L. it muſt be 
more than merely Declarative , Whoſe ſoever Sins 
ye remit ; this is the Apoitles Act, and really conveys 
the Pardon pronounced. But let him prove firſt that 
the Prieſt's Sentence conveys a Pardon, where the 
dinner is not truly Penitent. Or let him prove if 
he can,chat where the Chriſtian Sinner is truly Pe- 
nitent, his Sin cannot be forgiven, until the Prieſt 
pronounces his Sentence of Abſolution, and when 
he has done this I will be ſilent. = 
But I doubt not they will here appeal to the Of- 
fices and Abſolutions of our Church, and think to 
have mighty Supports from them. Theſe are three : 
1. One in the daily Morning and Evening Prayer, 


which is commonly called Declarative. 2. Ano- 


ther in the Communion Office, which is common- 
y faid to be Precatory, 3. That in the Viſitation of 
the Sick, which the Lord Biſhop of Oxford owns 
to be more Particular and Fudicial. Concerning all 
which I have an Obſervation or two to make, 
Wo | ; 

1. That every one of them, according to what 
has been ſaid already, is ſo far Conditional as to the 
Efficacy thereof, that they all expreſly declare the 
Validity of the Abſolution to depend on the Re- 
pentance of the Sinner. In the daily Prayer it is, 
Ile pardoneth and abſolveth all them that truly Repent, 
and unfeigned!y believe his Holy Goſpel. And this is 
therefore juſtly call'd Declarative , becauſe in the 
'ery Form of it it only Declareth and Pronounceth 
God's Sentence, ſetting forth by Chriſt's Command 
nd Authoricy, that all true Believers and ſincere 
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Penitents ſhall be forgiven. So alſo in the Com. 
munion Service, Almighty God --- of his great Merc 
hath promiſed Forgiveneſs of Sins 10 all them that with 
hearty Repentance and truth Faith turn unto him. For 
ſuch the Church by the Prieſt prays for Pardon 
and has a certain Promiſe that they ſhall obtain it 
But without theſe, neither has God promiſed nor 


the Prieſt obtained Power to pronounce Abſolution. 
Nay, even that third Form which is ſaid to be more 


Abſolute and Judicial, runs, as the reſt, wholly on 
the Conditions of true Repentance and Faith. Our 
Lord Feſus Chrift who hath left Power to his Church to 
ab/olve all Sinners who truly Repent and Believe in him. 
If the Sinner does not truly Repent and Believe, 
the Church has no Power to abſolve. Now as this 
is apparently the Ground upon which the Church 
proceeds in all its Abſolutions, they muſt all of 
them in the Nature of Things be but Conditional, 
as God's own Promiſes are : In that without this 
good Diſpoſition in the Penitent , the Abſolution 
15 certainly void and of no Force. But, 

2. It muſt be obſerved again, that in this third 
and more Fudicial Form of abſolving , the Mini- 
ſter is ſo far from having any Countenance to rely 
on his own delegated Authority and Power, that he 
prays to God to forgive him before he in Chriſt's 


Name abſolves him. Our Lord Feſus Chriſt --- of bu | 
great Mercy forgive thee thine Offences, And by bis Au- 


thority committed to me, I abſolye thee, &c. 


3. Nay, after this Authoritative Abſolution pro- 
nounced, to ſhew that the Efficacy of it may ſtill 
fail for want of the true Diſpoſition of the Peni-} 
tent, the Miniſter is directed to pray for Mercy to 
the Sinner before abſolved, that God would conſide 
bis Contrition, accept his Tears, and not impute unto him 
bis former Sins, This is the Purport of that Prayer 
which the Church directs to be ſaid after the = 
. | . . ut ion, 
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ucion of the Sick, Now what is the Conſtruction || 
to be made of all this? Or how does this agree "| 
with the Notion of a Judicial Sentence ? Yes, it 
does thus far, as it ſhews that the moſt Fudicial Ab- 
ſolution which the Church can give, is yet but Con- 
una with reſpect to the Sinner. Not through 
any want of Power or Commiſſion in the Mini- 
ſtey, bot only as all that Power and Authority muſt 
be regulated and limited by the general Conditions 
of he Goſpel. Which whether the abſolved Pe- 
nitent has or has not performed, the Prieſt who 
abſolves him cannot tell. Which plainly ſhews 
how ridiculouſly abſurd it is for any Prieſt to pre- 
tend to give ſuch a Judicial Abſolution to any, as 
ſhall raiſe the Efficacy and Succeſs of it above be- 
ing Conditional: That is, in other Words, above 
being what all the Goſpel Miniſtrations were in- 
tended to be, governed and reſtrained in all their 
Effcacy, by the general Conditions of God's Pro- 
miſes, without which every Chriſtian may be ſure 
that the Abſolution is of no Force. This made our 
d great Divines, ſuch as Dr. Hammond, to eſteem the 
i- Ablolution Judicial with reſpect to the Judgment 

and viſible Communion of the Church, whoſe Par- 
he I 4 and Peace it actually gives; but Conditional with 
t's © reſpet to God, with whom the Succeſs and Effi- 
bis N cacy of it depend wholly on the Sinners true Faith 
Au- and Repentance. And accordingly, when the Ho- 
my of Common Prayer and Sacraments ſays, that 
o. A, olution hath the Promiſe of Forgiveneſs of Sins, it 
till I muſt be underſtood as the ſame Promiſe is made to 
i- the Sacraments, and all other Chriſtian Miniſtra- 
to FF tions, (I. e.) when they are adminiſtred to Penitent 
cl nd Faichful Chriſtians. He has no more Autho- 

y in Abſolving, than he has in Baptizing, or in 
er ring the Communion, to ſeal the Promiſes of 
10-Y God to them that believe and repent. And Ably- 

Og | lution 
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, Iution can no more convey a Pardon by the mer 
Judicial Sentence of the Prieſt , than the Sacra. 
ments can become effectual to Grace, merely ex 
pere operato. But while I ſpeak thus of Abſolution 
and the Prieſts Power in it, by Alluſion to the Ag, 
_ miniſtration of Sacraments, I muſt defire the Rex 
der to remember, that although the Sacraments ad 
appointed Means of Grace, and ordinarily neceſ 
fary to the Attainment of it, yet Abſolution by: 
verbal Sentence of the Prieſt is not ſo; but as len 
have ſhewed at large above under the ſecond HeadMWiuti: 
at moſt but a Means of Conſolation and Enc uMCo 
ragement to repenting Sinners. And whereaWBut 
Dr. B. expoſtulates, and with ſome ſeeming Won 
der, ( Serm. Vind. p. 13.) why a greater Capacity i 
required, and a greater Gift of diſcerning of Spirits ni. 
ceſſary for pronouncing to a Penitent Abſolution , than fi 
Remiſſion of Sins by the Miniſtration of the Sacrament: 
I anſwer , becauſe an Abſolution ſtrictly and pro 
perly Judicial, has more and greater Efficacy aſcri uad. 
bed to it by the Defenders of it, than what the Pro 
teſtants do aſcribe to either of the Sacraments 
The Efficacy of the Sacraments is always allowe( 
to be Conditional ; whereas the Succeſs of a Judi 
cialAbſolution is not. But ſay Dr. B. and Mr. L. 
(Serm. p. 51.54. Biſh. Ox. Ch. Conſ. S. 19, 20, 21, 22 m 
Do not the Prieſts act as God's Miniſters ? Is it not calhich 
led the Abſolution ? --- And to be pronounced by th 
Prieſt alone? And he fanding, to ſnew his Auth 
rity ? And why is Chriſt's Commiſſion recited in ii. 
Preface of it? Theſe Things, and the proper Signt 
fication of the Word Pronunciare, ne ws theAbſolutio 
to be more than Declarative, and muſt actually cnç ent 
the Pardon. To theſe and all other ſuch like weakan 
trifling Expoſtulations the Anſwer is obvious and ei 
ſy. The Chriſtian Prieſts do act as the Miniſters 
God, and the Abſolution which they Pronound 
is the Church's Abſolution Judicially, and 12. 
5 INE: . ; ? 0! 4 
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that God and Chriſt have given to the Chriſtian 


tlemen have ſaid all they can, no Sacerdotal Abſo- 


Condicional as the General Promiſes of God are. 
caMBut, ſays Mr. L. (Page 36.) if the Prieft do's not Bring 
nd Apply God's Pardon to the Penitent, when he Pronoun- 
„ies the Abſolution ; then it muſt follow, that God do's not 
Mat that Preſent time Pardon and Abſolve, which à directl 


and Abſolveth ; and ſo the Church « made to lay an In- 
qunftion upon the Prieſt to Pronounce a Lye every time he 


ort of all the Snares in which this Petulant Writer 
ould entangle her. If he will not allow the Effi- 
cy and Succeſs of the Church's Abſolution to be 
onditional, the Prieſt may be in great Danger of 
Pronouncing a Lye every time he reads the Abſolut ion, 
nich can be of no Force but on the Conditions 
jt Faith and Repentance. But if he will allow 
e Succeſs of the Abſolution to depend on the 
ncerity of the Penitent, and this Previous Good 
ipoſtion to go before the Abſolution ; then it is 


Jon their Sincere Faith and Repentance, He had 
ually Pardoned them before the Sentence of Ab- 
ion was pronounced. This, I know, is what 
f. L. do's not like, that the Penitent Sinner ſhould 
& Pardoned before the Prieft has Abſolved =_ 


Conditionally, pronounced by the Authority both 

of Chriſt and his Church. But then as to the 
I rſfcacy and Succeſs of the Sentence, That can ex- 
tend no farther than the Bounds and Contents of 
their Commiſſion. And I would defire the Wiſeſt 
of all theſe Gentlemen, if they can, to prove to me, 


Miniſters any other Power or Authority in Abſolu- 
tion than a Conditional one. And when theſe Gen- 


lution can now be Pronounced, but what muſt be as 


mr to the very Letter of the Words, He Pardoneth 


diar from being a Lye, that God pardoneth ſuch; that 


} 


Wes the Abſolut ion. The Poor Church of England 
35, I find, a hard Time of it, to extricace her ſelf 


judicative Form, as carrying greater Power and Au 
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But if he or Dr. B. have ſuch a mighty Zeal | 
| aſcribe God's actual Pardon of the Sinner * = 
to the Sentence of the Prieſt, than to the Repen. 
tance - — Sinner, I _ no ns to con. 
cur with him in putting a Popiſh Conſtructi 

2 — Ae : goin I 
In ſhort, whoever will impartially view the Off. 
ces and Rubricks, &c. of our Church, will Slain, 
ſee that it never intended ſuch a Judicial, Peremp. 
tory and Unconditional Abſolution, by the mere 
Sentence of the Prieſt, as Mr. L. and Dr. B. con. 
tend for. Dr. B. ſays (Vindic. p. 46, 47. Append. p. 1oꝛ 
that there is no Material Difference in the three Forms of 
Abſolution, and that it matters not in what Form tj 
Prieſts Pronounce it, becauſe the Pardon depends not on tly 
Form, but on the Authority veſted in the Prieſt by hi 
Commiſſion. To which I muſt Reply, That when 
a greater Degree or Meaſure of Power are claimel 
to be exerciſed by one Form than by another, hi 
Rule is not good ; for then the Difference of the 
Form is very Material, and of great Moment 
This has made the Church of Rome contend for the 


thority than the Declarat we. And thus a Form 
may carry greater Power than the Commiſſio 
was intended to convey. But if Dr. B. intende( 
that there is no Material Difference in our Three 
Forms of Abſolving , that is thus far true: 

1. That, as I have ſhewed above, they were al 
of them deſigned to be Conditional only, in their duc 


ceſs as to the Sinner Abſolved : To aſſure him EH Ar 
fectually in God's Name, and by his Authority, of ma 
the Pardon of his Sins if he be heartily Penitentigh to 

but otherwiſe to have no Force at all. = 
2. To be uſed rather as Means of Comfort, tha wh 

as Ordinarily Neceſſary to his Pardon. Even tha im 

tha 


more Particular and Judicial Form in the Office . 
| | | | TE the 
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tolle Viſtation of the Sick, it is very Evident from 
her Ihe Rubrick, that it was particularly Calculated for 
boſe who eſteemed this the propereſt Method of 
Quieting their Afflicted Conſciences. If the Per- 
on feels his Conſcience to be troubled ich any weighty 
ater, and atteſts the Reality of his Trouble by 24 
Pil Confeſſion of thoſe bis Sins, and then for his 
omfort humbly and heartily Deſires it, then the Prieſt 
all Abſolve him in that manner. Thoſe Words 
}f the Rubrick plainly ſhew that the Church had 
Regard, not only to the Penitents Qualifications, 
ws Mr. L. expreſſes it, (Bp. Ox. Ch. Conſid. p. 42.) 
ut more eſpecially to the Trouble of his Conſci- 
nce, and his Hearty Deſire of it, without which 
t is not directed to be uſed. Without this, the 
atter ts left to be tranſacted between God and his own 
mſcience, as Dr. Hammond ſays, and without opening 
by Caje to the Miniſter, and conſequently without Abſo- 
ation, 7 | 
That this 15 the true Senſe and Judgment of the 
hurch of England as to this Matter, is further 
in from what is deliver'd in the Second Part of 
he Homily of Repentance. Where treating of 
he Four Parts of that Duty, it makes this Confeſſion. 
Sins the Second Part ; and having ſhewed the 
\blolute Neceſſity of ſuch Confeſſion to God, it 
peaks of the Confeflion to Men, and of the Ne- 
eſſity of it, in theſe Words: | 
| Indeed, beſides this, there is another Kind of 
Confeſſion, which is Needful and Neceſſary. 
And of the ſame doth St. James ſpeak after this 
manner; ſaying, Acknowledge your Faults one 
to another, and Pray one for another, that ye 
may be Saved. As if he ſhould ſay, Open that 
which grieveth you, that a Remedy may be 
bound. And this is commanded both for him 
that complaineth, and for him that heareth, _ 
x - te 
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the one ſhould ſhew his Grief to the other. The 


ce 
cc 


ce 
ce 


66 


this Commandment, or that he did ſet it forth 


is as in theſe Words, Confeſs your Sins one tc 


true Meaning is, that the Faithful ought to ac. 
knowledge their Offences, whereby ſome Ha. 
ered, Rancour, Ground, or Malice, having riſe * 
or grown among them one to another, that 31 
Brotherly Reconciliation may be had; without 
which, nothing that we do can be acceptable 
to God. | mY 8 60 
* And whereas the Adverſaries go about to 
wreſt this Place for to maintain their Auriculafl « 
Confeſſion withal; they are greatly deceivedd « 
themſelves, and do ſhamefully deceive others x 
For if this Text ought to be underſtood of Au- 


* ricular Confeſſion, then the Prieſts are as much « 


bound to confeſs themſelves to the Lay-people, 
as the Lay-people are bound to confeſs them. 
ſelves to them. And if to Pray is to Abſolve, 
then the Laity by this Place hath as great Au- 
thority to Abſolve the Prieſts, as the Prieſts have 
to Abſolve the Laicy. This did Fohannes Scot, 
otherwiſe called Duns, well ' perceive; who, 
upon this Place, writeth on this Manner: 
Neither doth it ſeem to me that James did give 


as received of Chriſt. For firſt and foremoſt, © 
Whence had he Authority to bind the whole“ 
Church, ſith that he was only Biſhop of they 
Church of Feruſalem ? Except thou wilt ſay, 
that the ſame Church was ac the Beginning the, 
Head Church, and conſequently that he was" ] 
the Head Biſhop ; which Thing the See of Rome 
will never grant. The underſtanding of it then 


another : A Perſwaſion to Humility, whereby 
he willeth us to confeſs our ſelves generally un 
to our Neighbours that we are Sinners, accord 


ing to that Saying, If we ſay we have no Fs WE | 
| eceivs 
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« geceive our ſelves, and the Truth is not in us. 
& And where that they do alledge this Saying of 
& gur Saviour Jeſus Chriſt unto the Leper, to pros 
e Auricular Confeffion to ſtand on God's Word, 
Go thy way, and ſhew thy ſelf unto the Prieſt : 
Po they not ſee that the Leper was cleanſed 


from his Leproſy, before he was by Chriſt ſent 


e unto che Prieſt to ſhew himſelf unto him. By 
the ſame Reaſon we muſt be cleanſed from our 

* Spiritual Leproſy ; I mean, our Sins muſt be 
© Forgiven us, before that we come to Confeflion :* 
And conſequently, before we receive Abſolution. 
« What need we then to tell forth our Sins into 
© the Far of the Prieſt, ſich that they be already 
© taken away?“ Conſequently then Sacerdotal 
Abſolution do's neither Convey the Pardon, nor 
i Neceſſary thereto. Therefore St. Ambroſe in his 
2d Sermon on the 119th Pſalm doth ſay full well, 
* Go ſhew thy ſelf unto the Prieſt : Who is the 
* true Prieſt, but he which is the Prieſt for ever 


Y © after the Order of Melchiſedech ? Whereby this 


Holy Father doth underſtand, that both the 

” Prieſthood and the Law being changed, we 
® ought to acknowledge no other; none other 
© Prieſt for Deliverance from our Sins, but our 
Saviour Jeſus Chriſt; who being Sovereign Bi- 


. ſhop, doth with the Sacrifice of his Body and 
W $100d, offered once for ever upon the Altar of 


the Crofts, moſt effectually cleanſe the Spiritual 


ö | Leproſy, and waſh away the Sins of all thofe 
chat wich true Confeflion of the ſame do flee 
MW. unto him. It is moſt evident and plain that this 


1 


Auricular Confeſſion hath not the Warrant of 


LCocd's Word, elſe it had not been lawful for 
| Nectar ius, Biſhop of Conſtantinople, upon a juſt Oc- 
aon to have put it down. For when any thing 
rdained of God is by the Lewdneſs of Men 


* abuſed, 


(in) 
abuſed, the Abuſe ought to be taken away, and 
the Thing it ſelf ſuffered to remain. Moreover, 
theſe are St. Auguſtine's Words; What have I to d 
with Men, that they ſhould hear my Confeſſion, as thi 
they were able to heal my Diſeaſes ? A curious Sort o 
Men to know another Man's Life, and Slothfully to 
Correct and Amend their own. Why do they ſeek to 
hear of me what Iam, which will not hear of thee what 
they are? And how can they tell when they hear of 
me by my ſelf, whether I tell the Truth or not, fith 0 
Mortal Man knoweth what M in Man, but the Spirit 
of Man which i in him? Auguſtine would not have 
written thus, if Auricular Confeſſion had been 
uſed in his time. Being therefore not led with iſ 
the Conſcience thereof, ler us with Fear and 1 
Trembling , and with a true contrite Heart uſe c 
that kind of Confeſſion that God doth command . 
in his Word; and then doubtleſs as he is Faith- 
ful and Righteous, he will forgive us our Sins, 
and make us clean from all Wickedneſs. I doh, 
not ſay but that if any do find themſelves trou-M,, 
bled in Conſcience, they may repair to their 
Learned Curate or Paſtor, or to ſome other God-, 
ly Learned Man, and ſhew the Trouble and 
Doubt of their Conſcience to them, that they 
may receive at their Hand the Comfoztable Salbe 
of God's Wozd ; but it is againſt the True Chti- 
ſtian Liberty that any Man ſhould be bound tc 
© the Numbering of his Sins, as it hath been uſec 
© heretofore in the Time of Blindneſs and Igno 
ce rance.” If Mr. L. would but learn the Senk 
and Judgment of the Church of England from thi 
| Homily, he would ſoon perceive, that the Abſolut 
ons of our Church are deſigned for the Comfort 0 
Afflicted Conſciences, but not impoſed or direct: 
as Neceſſary Means of Forgiveneſs of Stn. 
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5. This brings me to the Laſt Thing that I have 
to ſpeak to, vi. The Uſefulneſs of this Sacerdo- 
er, N al Power, and its great Serviceableneſs to Reli- 
gion. I have too much Intereſt in the Prieſthood 
the cb take any Pleaſure in Debaſing it; but I have 
't of alſo too much Intereſt in Religion to have any 
1% acination either to Advance or to Diminiſh the 
& 10 Cbriſtian Prieſthood to the Prejudice of that. I 
bat would no more Advance it to the Detriment of 
r of Religion, becauſe I my ſelf am a Miniſter, than 
I would Countenance Men in Idolatry, becauſe 1 
pirit N ys to be the Idol whom they would Adore. 
ave W Mr. L. ſays, that the want of having our State 
een Wwe Fequently tried, he means in order to ſuch Ab- 
vith Nſolution, by ſuch Spiritual Fudges as theſe whom our 
and Tr Teſus Cbriſt has ſet over as, is undoubtedly one great 
uſe Cauſe of that Univerſal Preſumption in God's Mercy, 
and z ve live in Impenitency, which now too much pre- 
wails in the World, &c. The want of more fre- 
quent Trial of our own State muſt, no doubt, be 
one great Cauſe of Men's Preſumption. And 
vith a great many, the not Adviſing with, and Con- 
ſulting their Spiritual Guides as to the State of their 
ouls, and the Reaſonableneſs of their Expectati- 
"ns, may contribute much thereto. And it would 


be to the Advantage of Chriſtians; and to the In- 
dalve reaſe of Religion among us, if they would bs 
= revailed on more frequently to Try and Examine 
10 (LU 


hemſelves; and would more freely than they do, 
\dvile with and Conſult their Miniſters. . There 
, Without all Contradiction, great Benefit in the 
vunſel and Aſſiſtance of Wiſe, and Good; and 
athful Miniſters. But what is this to the Judicial 
ower of a mere Verbal Abſolution? May not 2. 
ile and Prudent Miniſter Examine and Reprove; 
ic luſtruct and Comfort his Flock, without taking 
en him to Proiounce their Peremptory Sentence, 
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of Damnation or Salvation ? Or if they had ſuch 
a Power, what Security is there againſt the peo. 
| men falling into Preſumption under the Exerciſe 
of it? 5 5 

Look into that Part of the Chriſtian World 
where the Belief of ſuch a Power of Judicial Alle 
lution prevails, and ſee whether there are not as Vi. 
ſible Appearances of an Univerſal Preſumption in 
God's Mercy there, as any that now prevail among 
the Proteſtants who diſown that Power. Hoy 
many Thouſands, and Hundreds of Thouſands of 
Abſolutions have been fo given, that, if a Penitent 
and Sanctified Heart be the Indiſpenſable Condi. 
tion of Salvation, could never Profit the Sinner 
that were Abſolved 2 What muſt we think of the I. 
Perſons who are openly known to live in Habitual li 
Fornication and Adultery, and to indulge them th 
ſelves in all Senſuality and Uncleanneſs; and ye 
upon a Particular, Ridiculous Sort of Confeflionfi 
receive a New Abſolution every Week; and fo r 
on in a continual Practice of Sinning and Confel 
ſing, of Whoring, and of Receiving a Weekly Ab 
{olution for it; and yet are taught all this while te 
believe their Sins as effectually forgiven, as if an 41 
gel from Heaven brougtit them the Intelligence! 
They have no Notion of Clawe errante non valet Ab 
ſolutio; but believing the Judgment of the Churc 
and of its Prieſts to be Good, they depend on thi 
Efficacy of the Abſolution. And do's not this M 
niſter to an Univerſal and Fatal Preſumption i 
God's Mercy ? Yes, the Natural Tendency of thi 
Doctrine, and of this Practice to deſtroy all the trut 
Efficacy of Religion among Men, is, I think, on 
of the moſt Dangerous and Infamous of all thi 
Corruptions of Popery. What can be more Des 
teſtable and Vile than the Practice of the Abbot, n 
£b/cbucd th: Monk that Poiſoned King John, and ef 
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rie N who, about 130 Years ago; ABſolved be ores 
f Pri that Deſperate and Deviliſh Spaniard 22 
ciſel fr the Murther that he Purpoſed to have committed on the 
Noble Prince of Orange? (Walter Travers, Anſwer 
old n the Catholick's Petition, p. 167, 284.) And we 
% cannot doubt but that the ſame Doctrine will of- 
teen introduce the ſame Evil Practices in other 
Churches as well as in that of Rome. We may re- 
collect what a Flagrant Inſtance we have had of 
this within our own, Memory. Do we not all re- 
member how Two Traytors, who had barbarouſſy 
and wickedly Conſpired to Rebel againſt ; and 
One of them, even by an Aſſaſſination, to have 
Murder'd the late King William, (Friend and Par- 
tins, 1696.) who had, under God, ſo gloriouſly de- 
I liver d us from Popery and Slavery, who;. when 
they were Sentene d to die for the ſame, and were 
juſt on the Point of Execution, were openly Ab- 
ſolyved, in the Form of our Church, as tho' it had 
been with her Approbation and Authority, by 
Three Clergymen, who called themſelves of the 
Church of England; and who by Shes Abſolution 
ſent the Traytors out of the World with an Opinion 
of the Certainty of their Salvation, although they 
rave no Evidence of their Repentance for that 
Horrible Crime for which they were then to die, 
hor humbly deſired ſuch Abſolution > The infamous 
Practice gave ſuch Univerſal Scandal, that it ob- 
WMiiged 14 Biſhops, being, all that were then in or 
about London, to make-4 Publick Declaration of 
heir Diſlike and Abhotrence of it; to take off the 
eandal which ſo vile a Practice would otherwiſe 
are brought, not only on our Church and Cler- 
but even on our Holy Religion. How then 
os ſuch a Power as this guard Meri againſt the 
Dunger of Preſutfiptuous and Unreaſonable Ex- 
Marion bf God's oy ? [am verilz perſona: 
= : 2 | Je: 
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ded that it rather leads Men into ſuch, and ſeduce; 
them into deluſive and deceitful Hopes, 

If therefore the Promoting and Advancing true 
Religion be what Men, have indeed at Heart, le 
them bring the Power jof Abſolution into its An. 
cient and Primitive Channel, by the Publick Ser. 
vice and Communion of the Church, by the Ap. 
plication of God's Word for their Comfort, and! 
the Adminiſtration of the Holy Sacrament as the 
moſt Effectual Means of Grace. Let them be 
taught to look for the Pardon of their Sins, more 
eſpecially by their cloſer Communion with God 
and Chriſt in the Holy Supper. And let them at 
the ſame time be taught, that no Sacraments, nol f. 
Abſolution can avail them without a True Repen- i 
tance, a Pure Heart, and a Holy Life. Then wil 4 
they ſee the Danger of Sin, and the Neceſſity of 
Holineſs, and learn to Proportion their Expectati- A 
ons to the Evidences which they find in themſelves 3 
of a truly Penitent Heart, and Univerſal Amend- 5 
ment of Life; And not on any pretended Fudicial 
Sentence of the Miniſter alone, which perhaps God I #'! 
neither Approves here on Earth, nor will here- 
iim in Heaven.” 88 
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IV. THE laſt Exception to theLordBiſhop of Oxford's Charge, 
reſpedts the Validity of Baptiſm adminiſtred by Lay-men; 

which I have conſidered already in a little Treatiſe lately Pub. 
liſhed, (State and Importance, &c.)In which, altho' written rather 
by way of Apology than Controverſy, I have ſhewn Mr. L. that his 
Definition of Eſſentials is not juſt, nor his Reaſonings from it 
agreeable to the Senſe and Practice of the Church of England, 
But theſe Things he looks on with his uſual Air of Haughinels 
and Diſdain. He is too great a Champion to be bound down by 
ſuch mean Things as Definitions, tho' of his own making. If 
he takes his Pen in Hand, the greateſt and the brighteſt 
Characters fall before him, and dwindle into nothing. Whit 
gift, Hooker, Bilſan, whoſe Names have been ſo glorious fora 
Hundred and fifty Years paſt, as having with the greateſt Learn- 


inz and Judgment defended the Church of England againlt Ju- gula 
8 | "Dr 5 ritꝛm, 


1 
ns, in Compariſon with this great Maſter,are of no Eſteem. 
Archbiſhop Whitgift writes Inconſiſtent Sayings ; ( Biſb. Oxf. Ch. 
Cinſ. p. 68, 69, 2.) Biſhop Bilſon, Suppoſed Rules; Hooker, ſr. 
tion without Proof; Biſhop Couſins , Presbyterian Notions of Or di- 
nation; Archbi oP Abbot, Ipſe Dzxits, Some Biſhops explain a. 
way the Senſe of the Church 0 ngland ; and others depart from 
the Rules of it, And in any tis Blemiſh enough to oppoſe the 


Profound, the Judicious Mr. L. who appears from the Clouds 


libe a blazing Star, to illuminate and guide the poor deluded 
Clergy of the Church of England, into a better Knowledge of 
her Doctrines and Sentiments, than their Forefathers had. And 
why then ſhould I, in my poor Station and Capacity,expect to 
eſcape his Contempt and Scorn ? But generous Minds are not 
withour Condeſcention ; and therefore who knows but that 
this mighty Maſter may at laſt ſtoop ſo low as to Think and 
Conſider ? If he will, he will find in that little Tra&,three or 
four Things in Reference to the Judgment of the Church of 


Fryland, that he has as yet given no pertinent Reply to, altho? 


they have been offered more than once. 


7. He will there find what he cannot deny, viz. That the 
Aſerting the Miniſters Authority to be Eſſential to the Sacra» 
ment of Baptiſm, was the peculiar Principle of the Puritans, 
defended by T. Cartwright, and vigorouſly oppoſed by the 
greateſt Men of our Church, (p. 4. 31.) = | 
2. That the Rubrics and Practice of our Church were ſuch before 
the Reign of K. James I. 2s no Charch could admit of , which look'd 
on the Minifters Authority as Eſſential, (p. 21.) 
3. That when the Rubric was altered in the beginning of that 
Reign, and a law ful Miniſter required to baptize; it was only 


altering the Diſcipline, without changing the Doctrine of our 
Church, This I have proved undeniably from hence, (p. 22.) 


That both x James and the Biſhops who made that Alteration did 
al of them ſo far allow the Validity of Lay. Baptiſm, althd' it was 
Irregular, as not to require Perſons ſo Baptized to be Baptized again, 


but all of them expreſiy declared the contrary. And as I cannot but 
think this to be a Remark of great Moment to a right Under. 


ſanding of the true Import of that Change, ſo I particularly 


expoſtulate with Dr. B. and Mr. L. the Unreaſonableneſs df 


putting ſuch a Conſtruction on the Rubrics of the Church, as us direkt. 
ly contrary to the avowed Opinions of thoſe who made or regulated 
them, (p. 23.) And if ever they think fir to reply to theſe 
Conſiderations, I now once more recommend it to them to 

anſwer directly to this Charge. I add, | 
4. It the Alteration made under K Jame, I. was only to re 
gulate the Diſcipline and not to change the Doctrine; then it 
| Sx - | fol- 


PR 


(118) 
follows, that the Church of England does not even yet maintz: 
the Miniſters Authority to be Eſſential. It is dard, tat he 
was not the Church's Doctrine before the Hemprox-Court Con. 
ference. And if the Diſcipline may be altered, without chan. 
ging the Doctrine of the Church, as it's plain that it may, he. 
cauſe the Diſcipline was altered by thoſe who did not — 2 
their Principles in this particular; then we cannot conclude the 
Church's Boctrine to be changed by that Alteration, And ſo 
indeed Archbiſhop Abbot, Biſhop Couſins, Mr. Maſon, Mr. Thorn. 
dike, appear to have underſtood the Church's Judgment to have 
continued ſtill the ſame that it was known to be under O. Zl. 


zabeth ; in that they wrote and ſpake of th:s Matter juſt as had | 


been done before. 3 

5. As the firſt Confirmation which that Rubric had by any of 
our Synods was in the Convocation of 1661. ſo they only n- 
firmed the Rule by their Synodical Authority , but made no new De. 
claration as ts the Doctrine of the Church, (p.24, 25.) And there- 
fore, : 5 | 
6. Laſtly, Take the Rubrics as they ſtand now, and every 
impartial Perſon may obſerve, that the not declaring 
the Miniſters Authority Eſſential, when the Prevalency of the 
contrary Opinion call'd for ſuch a Declaration if the Church 
| Had changed her Judgment; and the not requiring expreſſ 
that thePerſons baptized by Lay- men, when Multitudes of ſuch 
were known to be in the Land, ſhould be Baptized again; as 
is directed in other Caſes where Things Eſſential are wanting: 
But inſtead of this, the admitting Perſons ſo baptized, not on- 
Jy to our cloſeſt Communion, but to Holy Orders, and to the 

reateſt Dignities of our Church; without any Complaint 
— her Governors, or Repreſentations from our Synods don to 
this very Day: This is ſuch undeniable Evidence of the Church's 
preſent Sentiments againſt the Miniſters Authority being Eſſen- 
tial to Valid Baptiſm, as Mr. L. has never yet been able to Re- 
ply to. For it is not enough to talk at large of the Articles, 


Canons, Homilies, & c. which only in general aſſert the Divine 


Inſtitution of the Chriſtian Miniſtry, but have nothing in them 
relating to this particular Caſe: Theſe are the particular Con- 
ſiderations by which the Senſe and Judgment of the Church of 


England in this Matter muſt be known. And therefore we are | 
not to wonder at the Diſdain and Contempt of thoſe Gentlemen 


who have no other Reply to make to theſe Arguments. They will 
z find that. jt is eh faſer do Deſpiſe, than 10 Ann 


APPEN| 


APP E N DI X. 


HE Great Point in Debate about the Senſe 
and Judgment of the Church of England, as 

to the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm, turns upon what 
was done in and upon the Hampton-Court Confe- 
rence. For that this Church, before that time, did 
allow ſuch Baptiſms Valid, is not to be diſputed. 
The Whole of the Argument againſt it, is, That 
the Rubrick being then alter'd, and a Lawful Mini- 
fer requir'd to Adminiſter even Private Baptiſm, 
which was not requir'd before ; this amounts to 
the making and proclaiming of what is done con- 
trary to that Law, to be a Nullity. (Bp. Ox. Ch. Conf. 
p. 58.) To this I have anſwer'd, That as a Church 
may alter its Diſcipline , and regulate any abuſed 
Liberties thereby, without altering its Doctrine; 
ſo this was the Truth of the Caſe in the Alteration 
of the fore-mention'd Rubrick. The Diſcipline 
was Regulated without changing the Doctrine. 


Lo make this my Anſwer good, I obſerve that the 


contrary Opinion was even at that time the avow- 
d Opinion of the Puritans, and was, as ſuch, vi- 
gorouſl7 oppoſed by the Greateſt Men in our 


church. Had indeed the Great Men been going 
cf from the former Principles, and like ſome in 
ur Days, begun to think that the Puritans Do- 
nine was the Truth, and the Churches miſtaken :. 
Ilten 1 own, that ſuch a Change in Diſcipline, 
Funded on ſuch a Change of Opinions and Prin- 


14 ciples 
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this End I ſhall preſent him firſt with, The Anſw, 
other the Heads of Houſes in the Univerſity of Oxford 


humble Petition of the Miniſters of the Church of Eng 


Lord Archbiſhop of Canterbury; to the Lord Buckur 


in General: To this about Baptiſm 


( 120 ) 1 
ciples in our Divines, would have given a new! 
Turn to the Senſe and Judgment of our Church. 
But ſo far were our Clergy, ſome Puritanical one: 
only excepted, from inclining to any ſuch ney 
Notions ; that the Reader will ſee by the Autho. 
rities which I ſhall now lay before him, how Ri. 
veted and Confirmed our Univerſities and Clergy 
and all our greateſt Men were in this Principle! 
that Lay-Baptiſm is Valid, altho' Irregular, Tg 


of the Vice-Chancellor, the Doctors, both the Proctors, ani 


( Agrecable, undoubtedly, to the joint and uniform Opinis 
of all the Deans and Chapters, and all other the Learn 
and Ovedient Clergy in the Church of England) to th 


land, deſiring Reformation of certain Ceremonies and 
Abuſes in the Church. — At Oxford, Printed by Jo 
ſeph Barnes, and are to be Sold in Paul's Church-Yarl 
at tie Sign of the Crown, by Simon Waterſon, 160; 
In this Anſwer, after the Dedication of it to thi 


Lord High Treaſurer of England, and Chancellor of th 
Univer/iy of Oxford; and to the Lord Cecil of Eſing 
den, Principal Secretary to h Majeſty, and Chanceli 
of the Univerſity of Cambridge; follows the aford 


1aid Petition to King James, deſiring the Reformatinlfff pe 


of certain Ceremonies and Abuſes, & c. from the Num th 
of more than a Thouſand of his Majeſty's Miniſters an be 
SubjeFs, all groaning under a Common Burden of Huma by 
Rites and Ceremonies, & c. And among other thing} of 
deſired to be Redreſs'd, one is this; Baptiſm not WY an 
be Adminiſtred vy Women, and ſo Explained. In t Ur 
Anſwer to which, after the Univerſity had ſet ford pre 
the Unreaſonableneſs of theſe Men, Conplin anc 
Women the 


» * Hie cc 0 | ' 
they give this Reply, P. 27. 4 That the Cu“! 


MM 
new of England, nor the Book of Common-Prayer,” 
arch. goth not preſcribe that Bapriſm ſhould be Admini- 
ones} fred by Homen; tho we deny it not to be Bap- 
neuf „ tiſm, if perchance, de facto, it be by them Ad- 


tho.MW miniſtred; Fieri non debuit, factum valuit. Here 


Ri. z as Solemn Declaration of the Senſe of that Uni- 
roy. verfity, as to the Validity of ſuch Baptiſms, as can, 
iple MY I think, be had of ſuch a Matter. And ſomething 

Toll farther may be obſerved in this Anſwer, to con- 
frm what 1 have ſaid as to the Altering the Ru- 
brick, by putting in the Words Lawful Miniſter, 
which was done about the latter End of this Year. 
The Univerſity of Oxford, in their General Reply 
concerning Abuſes, obſerve, that ſuch may be either 
in the very Conſtitutions of the Church, or in the Execu- 
tion of the [aid Conſtitutions, As to the former, they 
wholly deny any to be; as to the latter, Abuſes in 
the Execution of our Conſtitutions they did not abſolutely 
deny, p. 8. This about Women's Baptiſm, now 
complained of, ſeems to have been one Inſtance of 
ſuch, The. Rubrick had only directed, that in 


url Caſe of Neceſſity, ſome Perſon preſent ſhould ſay the Lord's 
Prayer, and then Baptize the Child. This was com- 


monly practiſed by the Women, as moſt frequently 
preſent on ſuch Occaſions. Hence it ſeems to 
have happen'd, that the Women abuſed the Power 
permitted in the Rubrick, by an undue Execution of 
the Conſtitutions, in doing that which often might 
better have been done by Men, and particularly 
by the Miniſter. And ſuch an Abuſe was capable 
of being regulated, without altering the. Conſtitutions 
and Doctrines of the Church. Therefore that 
Univerſity rightly obſerved, that the Church did not 
preſcribe that Baptiſm ſhould be Adminiſtred by Women ; 
and it was no Part or Law of her Conſtitutions ; 
the Univerſity ſeem rather to Cenſure the Practice 
as irregular, Heri nor; debet ; It was an Abuſe in the 

„„ 3 Execu 


Execution of her Conſtitutions, and, as ſuch, might be 
Regulated and Reſtrained ; yet they avowedly pro. 
claim ſuch Baptiſm to be Valid; it is Baptiſm, if 
 perchance, de facto, it be by them Adminiſtred. 
This Anſwer from Oxford was Conſented to, and 
Confiemed 9p the Vice-Chancellor, and Others the Head; 
of the Univerſity of Cambridge, in a Latin Letter writ- 


ten to the Oxonians, and dated Octob. 7. 1603. In | 


which they firſt recite a Decree of the Senate of 
their Univerſity, whereby, in Oppoſition to theſe 
Puritanical Principles, it was Ordained, That who- 
foever in the Univerſity of Cambridge ſhould either in 
Writing,' or Words, or any ways publickly Oppoſe the Do- 
ctrine or Diſcipline of the Church of England, or any 
Part thereof, as Eſtabliſhed by Publick Laws, he ſhould be 
debarred from taking any Degree, and be, ipſo facto, 
ſuſpended from whatever Degree he had taken. This 
Decree bears date June the gth. 1603; after the Re- 
cital of which, they declare their Unanimous Con- 
ſent and Approbation of the Oxford Anſwer ; .9w- 
rum Conſenſus, cum tam fraterne concinat, & conſpiret 
cum Apologia Oxonienſi, G c. Here the Reader finds 
2 direct and ſolemn Atteſtation of Both the Uni- 
verſities for the Validity of Women's Baptiſm, and 
conſequently of Lay-Baptiſm. And had any of 
the Cambridge Clergy at that time advanced ſuch 
Notions, as many now zealouſly contend for, they 
could not have taken their Degrees. 

In the latter End of this Year, wiz. in the Mid- 
dle of Fanuary following, was the Conference at 
Hampton. Court, occaſioned by the Complaints of the 
fame Sort of Men. The Account of which, writ- 
ten by Biſhop Barlow, being very ſcarce, and there- 


fore not likely to come into all Men's Hands, it 


may poſſibly be a Pleaſure to the Reader to know 


fomething particularly of that Part of it which re- 


lates to the Alteration of the Rubrick thereupen 
| The 


( 123) 
The King opened the Conference, with an. Ac- 
count of ſome Things that he deſired Satufaction in, 
Of theſe, the Third was Private Baptiſm ; if Private 
+ Place, his Majeſty thought it agreed with the Uſe of 
the Primitive Church. 57 for Perſons, that any but a 
ds Lavful Miniſter might Baptize any where, be utterly 
t- Natel; he condemned the Practice as Irregular, 
In Wa in tb Pour bi Highneſs grew ſomewhat Earneſt 
of Magain?t tbe Baptizing by Women and Laicks , p. 8. 
ſe Ile Lad Archbiſhop of Canterbury; viz. Whitgift, 
who in Anſwer to Mr. Cartwright had fo largely 
and ftrenuouſly defended the Validity of ſuch Bap- 
tiſms, ſhewed his Majeſty that the Adminiſtration of 
[Baptiſm by Women and Lay-Perſons, was not allowed in 
the Practice of the Church, but enquired of by Biſhops in 
to, Weber Viſitations , and cenſured ; neither do the Words in 


his Nrbe Book infer any ſuch Meaning, p. 14. Where note, 
Le- that the Practice of Lay-Baptiſm may be cenſured, 
2n- Wand wiſhed to be prevented, even when the contra- 


u0- ry Practice does not make a Nullity, but is acknow- 
iret Iledged to be Valid. This was undeniably Archbi- 
nds op Whirgife”s Senſe of this Matter. The King ex- 
ni- Ncted to the Archbiſhop's Explanation of the Ru- 
md brick, 1ging and preſſing the Words of the Book, that 
of Ney could not but intend a Permiſſion , and ſuffering of 


Women and private Perſons to Baptixe. And when 
Dr. Babington , Biſhop of Worceſter, ſaid, That the 
Wards were doubtful, and might be preſſed to that Mean- 


[id- g, but that the Compilers of the Book did not ſo in- 
2 at Ned them, with ſomething more to that Purpoſe + 
the Dr. Bancroft, Biſhop of London, and very ſoon af- 
'Tit- er Archbiſhop of Canterbury , replied, That thoſe 


Learned and Reverend Men , who framed the Book of 
Common Prayer, intended not by ambiguous Terms to de- 
ade any, hut did indeed by thoſeWVords intend a Permilſion 
rivate Perſons to baptixe in Caſe of Neceſſity ; where- 
bein Letters were Witneſs, ſome Part whereof he then 
35 | — 


—— 


poſe, both Acts 2. where 3000 were haptixed in one Day, 


from Things done before a Church be ſettled and grounded 


ef Baptiſm, &c. But this Neceſſity of Baptiſm his Mi 
might be lawfully bad, id eſt, miniſtred by lawful Mi 


| _— not utterly diſlike all Rebaptixation in ſuch Cal. 


UE 
read ; and withal declared that the ſame was agreeable ty 
the Practice of the Ancient Church. Urging to that Pur. 


which for the Apo les alone to do was impoſſible, at leaf 
improbable ; and beſides the Apoſtles there were then u. 
Biſhops and Prieſts : And alſo the Authority of Tertulli. 
an, and St. Ambroſe in the 4th to the Epheſians, plain 
in that Point; laying alſo open the Abſurdities and Imji.| 
eties of their Opinion, who think there is no Neceſſity i 
Baptiſm. Which Word Neceſſity he ſo preſſed not, as i 
God without Baptiſm could not ſawe the Child , but th 
Caſe put, That the State of the Infant dying Unbaptizul 
being uncertain,and to God only known ; but if he die Bap- 
tized, there :s an evident Ajurance that it is ſaved; Wh 
z he that having any Religion in him, would not ſpred. 
Iy by any means, procure his Child to be baptized, and ra. 
ther ground his Action upon Chriſt's Promiſe , than hi 
Omiſſion thereof upon God's ſecret Fudgment ? pag. 15, 
16. 5 | LE i | 
His Majeſty replied to that Place of the Acts, that i 


was an Att extraordinary; neither is it ſound reaſoning 


unto thoſe which are to be performed in a Church ſtabliſh 
ed and flouriſhing. That he alſo maintained the Neceſji 


jeſty ſo expounded, that it was neceſſary to be had where i 


niſters ; by whom alone, and by no private Perſon, 8 
thought it might not in any Caſe be adminiſtred ; and yt 
utterly difliking all Nebaptization, although either We 
men or Laicks had baptized, p. 18. His Reaſoning 
ſhews , that although he condemned the Practice 
yet he allowed ſuch Baptiſms to be valid, or elle ha 


Her 


( 125)  - 
Wn He the Biſhop of Wincheſter, Dr. Bilſon, who has 
written ſo excellently well of the perpetual Govern. 
ment of Chriſt's Church, ſpake very Learnedly and Ear 
leaf neſtly in that Point; affrming that rhe denying of private 

Perſons, in Caſes of Neceſſity, to baptize, ere to croſ; all 


. 4niquity, ſeeing that it had been the ancient and com- 
— 7 2 of the Church, when Miniſters at ſuch times 
Imi. could not be got 5 and that it was alſo a Ritle agreed 


Fry of pen among Divines, that the Piniſter is not of the 
4 Ellence of the Sacrament. His Majeſty anſwere d, tbo 


ot be be not of the Eſſence of the Sacrament, yet he is of the 
a Eſence of the right and lawfub Miniſtry of the Sacrament; 
Bu Ling for bis Ground, the Commiſſion of Chriſt to his 
"1 Diſciples, Matt. 28. 20. Go, Preach and Baptize. 
wr be Iſue was a Conſultation, Whether into the Rubrick 

1 *. of private Baptiſm which leaves it mndifferently to all 
n bis 


Laicks or Clergy , the Words Curate or lawful Miniſter 
might not be inſerted, which was not ſo much ſtuck at by 
e Zips. The Abuſes in Practice had before been 
complained of and cenſured, as the Archbiſhop aſ- 
ſured the King ; and therefore they now concur 
to Reſtrain them. But ſtill they Retained their 
„ fomer Principles, that in thoſe Caſes where Bap- 
tim had been Adminiſtred by Laymen, or Women, 
that Baptiſm was certainly Valid; and the King ſo 
er concurr'd with them, as utterly to diſlike all Re- 
baptization, altb either Women or Laicks Had Baptized. 
his proves my Remark on the Alteration of this 
W\ubrick to be juſt and true; that it was Regula- 
ing the Abuſes of the Church's Diſcipline, with- 
Wt changing its Doctrine at all. 5 
And to ſhew yet further, that I am not miſtaken 


Wb my Conſtruction of this Alteration, I ſhall add 
8 farther Account of King James his Sentiments on. 
is Matter, which has been communicated to me 
Ja Learned Friend fines the Writing of this Trea- 
= | tiſs. 
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given above of the Declaration of the Two Uni. 


| King James his own Account of the Determing. 


— 
. * 


and Dedicated to may Charles by Dr. Featly ; and 
hu Expoſition upon the Commandments, 8c. and My, 


Books Dr. Featly had Licenſed, which the King at 


„ 
tiſe. To whoſe Friendſhip alſo I owe the Account 


verſities. But what I have to mention now, i; 


tion of this Hampton-Court Conference. And it i 
ig a little Treatiſe, call'd, Cygnea Cantio, or Learn 
Deciſions, and moſt Prudent and Pious Directions for Stu. 
dents in Divinity, delivered by our late Sovereign | 
happy Memory, King James, at Whitehall, 4 fey 
Weeks before his Death; Printed at London, &«. 1629, 


all this by the Occaſion of the Publiſhing of Mr. Elton 
Cromton his Anſwer to Mr. Brearly, &c. Theſ 


firſt blamed him for; and ſeveral Things in the 
Books were diſliked. What concerns our pre. 
ſent Purpoſe, ſtands thus, Pag. 21, 22, 23, 24 
** Touching Women's Baptizing in Caſe of Neceſſiy, 
his Majeſty in part diſliked that which Mr.Crom- 
ton delivers, Page 95. That for « Layman, and 
i much more for a Woman to Baptixe in Caſe of Neceſſ: 


, in St. Auſtin's Opinion, it u a Pardonable Sin; 


"© tho' Pardonable, yet a Sin, and the Uſurping another 
** Offce. The Anſwer hereunto made, as I take it 
*© by Mr. Cromton, (for I remember not that! 
** ſpake any thing to this Point) was, that in the 


* Hampton-Court Conference Women's Baptizing 


* was utterly condemned; and that thereupon an 
*© Alteration was made in the Book of Common- 
** Prayer : And whereas before Women were al- 
* lowed to Baptize in Caſe of Neceſſity, in the 
* Book fer out by his Majeſty; Baptiſm in Pri- th 


vate Houſes, in Time of Neceſſity, is Reſtrained 


N 
to the Miniſter of the Pariſh, or any other Lau- :; 


® fal Miniſter that can be procured. . Mm 
| " Againg 


| ( 127 ) 
« Apainſt this Anſwer his Majeſty excepted, 
« That neither in the Common-Prayer-Book ſet out by 
King Edward, nor in that by Queen Elizabeth, 
ce there 2945 any mention of Women Baptixing. In 
« King Edward's Common-Prayer- Boot, Printed An- 
« no Dom. 1540, T1 think it ſhould be 1548, in the 
& Rubrick before Private Baptiſms, we read of them that 
rte to be Baptized in Private Houſes in Time of Ne- 
& ceſſity 3 thus, | on | 
 & Firſt, let them that be Preſent call upon God for 
« by Grace, and ſay the Lord's Prayer, if the Time will 
e permit; and then one of them ſhall name the Child, 
* and dip it in the Water, &c. After having recited 
the Rubricks both before and after the Con- 
* ference at Hampton-Court, he thus goes on: 
* In all which Paſſages, in all the 3 Impreſſi- 
ms of the Books of Common- Prayer, there s nothing 
* ſaid of a Woman's Baptizing ; neither to warrant it 
© to be done, nor to condemn it when it is done. Nei- 
© ther doth St. Auſtin ſimply condemn a Lay-man, 
© or Woman Baptizing in Caſe of Neceflity, as 4 
sin; but ſaith either it is no Fault, or 4 Pardonable one. 
H Words, Tom. quarto Lib. 2. contra Epiſt. Par- 
© menionis, are: Nulli cogente neceſſitate fi fiat, 
2 alieni muneris uſurpatio eſt, ſi autem neceſſitas 
„ urget, aut nullum aut veniale delictum eſt; ſed 
. etli nulla neceſſitate uſurpetur, at à quolibet cui- 
libet detur, fi datum fuerit, non poteſt dici non 
D datum, quamvis rectè dici poteſt illicitè datum. 
5 And this, ſaid bis Majeſty, was the Sum of the Re- 
. ſclution at Hampton- Court in this Point, howſoever 
me have miſtaken it. If this was the Sum of 
the Reſolution at Hampron- Court, that Baptiſm, altho 
when unlawfully Adminiſtred, is yet Real, or Valid Bap- 
ſm; and they who have taken it otherwiſe, have 
mpaken it: Mr. L. makes wretched Work, 
| rom 


the Sacrament Invalid; Regulating the Difſci. | 
pline, but introducing no New Doctrine. Let 
Nr. Lawrence make what Reply to theſe Things he 
thinks fit. 9 


vancing ſome Novelties, which I find are almoſt 


of Chriſt, and of the Church of England in particular 


with Water, in the Name of the Father, Son, and Holy 


bring Confuſion into the Church: For let Men 


(128) 


from the Change in the Rubrick, in and upon 
chat Conference, would infer a Nulliiy, and make 
void ail Baptiſms not Adminiſtred by a Laufal 
Miniſter. King James, who was at the Head of it, 


had, we ſee, another Senſe of it, and took it to | 
be a Reſtraint of the Practice, without making 


From King James the Firſt's Time, down to 
our own, this Principle has, I think, met with no 
conſiderable Oppoſition, until Mr, L. and they 
who ſet him at Work, ſhewed their Zeal in ad- 


every Day increaſing. How far the Fathers of 
our Church have been from Countenancing this 
New Doctrine, may be ſeen from a Solenin De- 
claration which they made of their Sentiments the 
laſt Year, when Aſſembled in Convocation, It 
T | 

Foraſmuch as ſundry Perſons have of late by Preach 
ing, Writing and Diſcourſes, poſſeſs'd the Minds of many 
People in the Communion of our Church, with Doubts and 
Scruples about the Validity of their Baptiſm, to their great 
Trouble and Diſquiet ; Me the Preſident and Biſhops, &c. 
have thought it Incumbent on us to declare, in Conformity 
with the Fudgment and Practice of the Catholick Church | 


that ſuch Perſons as have already been Baptixed in, or 


Ghoſt, tho” their Baptiſm was Irregular for want of 4 
Oroper Adminiſtrator, ought not to be Baptized again. 
This we do, to prevent, and (to uſe the Words of 
Archbiſhop Whitgift on this very Point) not to 


take 


(19) 

e beed that they Uſurp .not an Office where- 
ve WM unto they be not called, for God will call them 
ful io an Accountfor ſo doing; but to teach a Truth, 
and to take a Yoke of Doubtfulneſs from Men's 


. Conſciences, and to Reſiſt an Error not much dif- 
ne MN fering from Donatiſm and Anabaptiſm. Bene; 
= his Declaration was ſent down from the Upper 


he MY to the Lower Houſe of Convocation, on Wedneſday, 
Muy 14. 1712. And there are two or three juſt 
o Remarks to be made on it 


1. That what they Declared, was in Conformity 
ad-. ith the Judgment and Practice of the Catholic Church 
off N Cbriſt; to which they are no Strangers. 

of 2. To the Church of England in Particular. 
his 3. That the Motives to the making this Decla- 
De- Wl ration were, to Prevent Confuſion in the Church, to 
the Niet the Doubts and Scruples of Men's Conſciences, and 

It Wt Reſſt an Error that comes little ſhort of downright 

Hereſy, Donatiſm and Anabaptiſm. RE 

ach. 4. That they with great Heartineſs and Zeal. 
condemn the Uſurpers of all ſuch Miniſtrations, 
and tell them very plainly, in the Words of Arch- 


reat Mbiſhop hitgift, That God will call them to an Account 
gc. Wo / doing. 
mity 


It would be ſome Satisfaction to me if I could 
ind Reaſon to believe, that the Violent Oppo- 
cs of the Validity of ſuch Irregular Baptiſms 
vere thus ſincere, and heartily zealous to prevent 
mfuſion in the Church of Chrizf. I cannot eaſily 
e ſatisfied of this, while I find them more Solli- 


's of M'0us and Buſy with their New Notions, to Di- 
t to ub, than to Settle Doubrfu] and Scrupulous Conſci- 
Men meh, - | | 

take 
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